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7  ay,  1990. 


John  Tau be: 

I  have  reached  that  stage  and  that  age  when  I  choose  to 
disengage  from  various  encumbrances  and  involvements.   Tie 
reasons  are  mostly  personal  and  need  not  be  discussed  further. 
Your  mailings  are  just  one  item  in  the  changes  T  am  making. 

Walt  Fryers. 
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11515  39  Ave., 

Ld:..oiton,   Alta. 
T6J 

.  1   Nov  188 
Mr.   John  Tnube, 
55   Chuniaanro   Driv.-     #7E, 
•incisco,   CA       9^1 

ureetin*;  i   John. 

Thi3  is  u  reply  to  your  mailing  of  5  Aug  88  and   the  occomj  a  :ylng 
note  «hich  read:      "I  wish  the  enclosed   let'er  to  have  a  very  limited 
circulation.      I  would   like  your  comments  on  it."     The  subject  matter 

1      letter  to  Charles  I.    Floyd,   Or,-Bnizer  12348-A  which  criticized 
your  stand  on  nuclear  energy;  and  your  letter   *o    SB     justifying  your 
stand  at  so:e  length. 

I  spent  some  four  months  at  r.:y  vacation  proj  erty  in  the   Lake   of 
the  Woods  region,  just  nccres3   the  border  between  Manitoba  and  Ontario;, 
about  15°  km.     east  of  Winnipeg.       Your  nailing  was  eventually  delivered 
to   the  nearest  Post  Office  where   T  picked  it  up.     We  returned  home  here 
in  late  October.      I  an  now  trying  to  pick  up  the  pieces  of  our  life  st  le 
again,   tnd  handle  lonr  delayed  corresj  ondence. 

First  of  all  I  tan  suy   that  I  consider  your  stand  reasonable  and 
correct.      Conversely   I  consider  CHQ  wrong  and  unreasonable.     That  is  my 
comment. 

But   there  is  more  to   the  situation  than  just  this   incident.      I  con- 
sider CHQ  is   incompetent  end   is^he  process  of  destroying  Technocracy  Inc., 
inadverte.  tly  of  course.     They  consider  themselves  technically  and   scien- 
tifically competent.     The./   -.re  not.     They  pretend  to  the  xxdq  scientific 
method.     They  do  not  apply  it  in  their  own  operation.     They  affect  a   scien- 
tific fr.ccde,    but  it  dee?  not  fool   the  scientists  of  America,  who  stay 
away  in  droves.     They  quibble  and  whine  about  the  deficiencies   of  the 
Price  System,  ignoring  for  the  cost  pqrt  the  tremendous  gains  being  made 
in  this  letter  day  flourishing  of  science  and  technology  under  the  n»> 
brellf:,   however  le?bky,   of  Fea^gonomics .        -   ear  posture  is  almost  com- 
pletely negative,  when  ±t  Technocracy  should    be   innately  positive  and 
constructive.      I  could  go  on. 

The  up-shot  of  all  this  is   that  Technocracy  Inc.  appears  doomed  un- 
less there  is  radical  and  fundamental  change  in  the  organization  and  its 
leadership,      ['here  is  no  sign  of  such.      It  is  not  viable   In  its  present 
condition,   in  my  opinion.      It  would  take  a  rreat  new  spirit  of  partici- 
pation and  adaptation  throughout  the  organization  to  give  it  new  life, 
I  think.      Itcould  start  as  a  dialogue  between  concerned  individuals 
who  might  be  prepared  to  approach  the  problem  objectively  and  without 
predonceptions  and  precommittments.      But  CHQ  would  not  encourage  this, 
and  most  members  are  totally  submissive  to  (tHQ  direction.      So  it  wont 
happen,    I  feel.      I  am  not  inclined  to  initiate  such  a  process.     Esther 
I  may  give  up  my  membership. 

By  the  way,   ^  renewed  my  membership  to  the  national  Council  for 
Environmental  Balance.     It  seems  to  hnve  a  much  better  grasp  of  many 
problems   than  CHQ.     Ycu  recommended   this  organization  to  me  and    I  think 
they  contribute  to  your  position  on  various  subjects.     So  if  you  can 
stand   the  heat,   stay  in  the  kitchen.      I  cant. 

Walt  Fryers. 
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John   A.  Taube    (415)  334-3733 

55  Chumasero  Drive  I7E 
San  Francisco,  California  94132 
August  5,  1988 


John  T.  Spitler,  Continental  Director 
TECHNOCRACY  INCORPORATED 
Savannah,  Ohio  44874 


COPY 


Greetings: 

I  have  received  the  copy  of  your  July  11  letter  to  Charles  N.  Floyd,  Organizer, 
that  you  sent  me.  I  find  it  a  most  depressing  letter.  Please  accept  my  comments. 

You  state  that  my  observations  on  nuclear  power  were  "seemingly  off  the  cuff." 
I  respect  your  opinion,  but  find  no  evidence  for  such  a  conclusion.   My  com- 
ments were  not  off  the  cuff. 

My  knowledge  of  nuclear  power  comes  from  many  hours  of  research.   I  have  not 
saved  all  material;  one  cannot  save  everything.   My  three  best  sources  of  my 
material  are  from  Dr.  Bernard  Cohn,  professor  of  physics,  University  of  Pitts- 
burgh, Dr.  J.V.  Jovanovich,  professor  of  physics,  University  of  Manitoba  and 
Dr.  Eric  N.  Skousen,  Physical  Science  Director,  Utah  Technical  College. 

As  to  Technocracy's  and  my  stand  on  nuclear  power.   Originally  Technocracy 
endorsed  nuclear  power.   At  that  time  I  was  enthusiastic  over  our  stand  and 
spoke  to  people  on  the  subject.   Then  Technocracy  altered  its  stand  and  took 
the  position  that  until  the  problem  (?)  of  waste  was  solved,  Technocracy  would 
not  endorse  nuclear  power.   This  was  a  disappointment  to  me,  but  I  still  spoke 
to  people  on  the  subject.   Then  Technocracy  again  took  another  stand  entirely 
opposing  nuclear  power.   Now  I  refrain  from  talking  about  nuclear  power  in 
conjunction  with  Technocracy. 

Technocracy  as  an  organization  is  built  on  science  and  has  full  confidence  in 
scientists.  Technocracy  has  taken  three  stands  on  nuclear  power.  Will  Tech- 
nocracy take  a  fourth?   I  shall  not  speculate. 

In  November  of  1986,  I  sent  you  a  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology  (M.I.T.) 
article  which  contained  an  analysis  on  Chernobyl.   I  received  no  comments  from 
you.  I  am  enclosing  a  recent  letter-to-the-editor  of  mine.   Its  contents  re- 
flect the  M.I.T.  article  and  other  sources.   Please  note  in  the  letter  I  do 
not  associate  Technocracy  with  my  stand  on  nuclear  power. 

As  to  your  opinion  that  my  comments  on  Rachael  Carson  being  fallacious,  I 
respect  your  opinion  though  it  is  contrary  to  fact.   First,  your  opinion  came 
as  a  surprise.   About  two  years  ago  I  gave  a  talk  at  11833-2  in  which  I  stated 
that  Carson's  position  on  pesticides  have  done  irrevocable  damage.   Since  a 
tape  of  this  talk  was  sent  to  you,  and  since  you  review  ray  talks,  and  since 
you  voiced  no  objection  to  my  statement  on  Carson,  your  present  position  is 
confusing. 

Not  many  Technocrats,  if  there  are  any  at  all,  have  had  my  hands-on  experiences 
with  countless  followers  of  Carson.   I  gained  a  wealth  of  knowledge;  it  has 
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been  an  education.   I  spent  about  10  years  in  Rohnert  Park.   This  was  a  ho 
bed  for:  (1)  the  environmental  people,  (2)  the  Carson  people  (3)  the  new-age 
people  and  (4)  the  anti -scientist  people.   Since  all  these  groups  act  in  a 
common  manner,  they  are  really  not  four  groups  but  only  one.   I  shall  refer  to 
them  as  the  Carson,  anti-science  people. 

I  frequented  the  "health"  food  stores  and  the  "co-op"  in  Rohnert  Park.   Do  you 
think  these  Carson,  anti-science  people  were  opposed  to  some  pesticides?   No, 
hell  no.   They  were  died-in-the-wool  Carson,  anti-science  people.   They  wt u 
against  all  pesticides,  no  exceptions.   After  all,  these  pesticides  were  made 
by  scientists  and  scientists  caused  our  environment  to  be  in  its  rotten  con- 
dition. Remember,  these  people  consider  scientists  the  lackeys  of  businessmen. 
The  Carson  people  want  everything  to  go  back  to  the  pristine  past,  the  bucolic 
days,  a  idyllic,  visionary  rural  life. 

As  to  my  statement  that  the  Carson,  anti-science  people  have  a  fallacious 
conclusion  that  scientists  are  lackeys  of  businessmen.   There  are  exceptions; 
some  scientists  are  lackeys.    This  letter  will  not  enlarge  on  this  subject. 

Organic  farming  is  in,  pesticides  are  out.   What  these  Carson,  anti-science 
people  utterly  fail  to  realize  is  that  pesticides  have  made  it  possible  for 
more  food  to  be  grown  with  considerably  less  man-hours  of  human  toil.   This 
being  the  case,  the  Carson,  anti-science  people  are,  unwittingly  perhaps, 
attempting  to  move  us  back  to  more  repulsive  back\breaking,  stoop  labor  of  low 
production  per  man-hour.   That's  organic  farming! 

As  to  modern  farming:  Paul  Harvey,  July  20,  stated  that  our  farm  population  is 
less  than  5  million  and  it  represents  less  that  2  percent  of  our  work  force. 
Certainly  the  use  of  pesticides  is  a  contributor  to  this  remarkable  turn  around 
from  the  meager  production  per  man-hour  when  organic  gardening  was  the  vogue. 

That  I  personally  was  responsible  for  Technocracy  having  its  information  booth 
at  more  that  17  fairs  and  manned  everyone  added  considerably  to  my  wealth  of 
experience.   At  one  fair,  the  booth  next  to  ours  was  extolling  wood  as  a  great 
source  of  energy.   They  were  selling  a  "modern"  device   to  cut  wood.   The 
exhibitor  embellished  on  what  he  called  "the  beauty  of  cooking  on  a  wood  stove.' 
Reo  McCaslin  called  my  attention  to  this  exhibitor. 

Reo  can  tell  you  about  how  he  was  talking  to  a  man,  explaining  Technocracy's 
design,  that  scientists  would  be  in  charge  on  production.   Well,  the  young  man 
said  that  he  wanted  nothing  to  do  with  Technocracy  because  all  our  trouble 
came  from  these  bad  people,  the  scientists.  I  had  many  similar  experiences. 
The  Carson,  anti-science  people  were  well  represented  at  these  fairs,  they 
were  the  main  people  there. 

I  gave  a  talk  to  an  environmental  class  at  Sonoma  State  University.   The  dis- 
aster came  when  I  talked  about  Continental  Hydrology.   Not  only  were  the  stu- 
dents against  disrupting  nature,  but  so  was  the  professor.   To  these  Carson, 
anti-science  people,  Continental  Hydrology  was  the  antithesis  of  a  idyllic, 
visionary  rural  life.   To  their  way  of  thinking,  anything  that  interferes  with 
the  pristine  is  bad,  very  bad. 


My  conclusion  about  the  negative  result  of  Carson's  book  comes  from  a  wealth 
of  experiences.   Additionally,  I  have  materials  from  scientists  which  rein- 
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force  my  conclusion.   In  my  library  is  by  Edith  Efr< 

excellent  book  on  Carson  and  many  others  liki  ing  from  the  book, 

page  33: 

"The  bulk  of  her  [Carson's]  book  was  a  passional        . ation  of 
life-destroying  evils  of  modern  industrial  technology.  Toward  the  end 
of  her  book,  she  warned  once  again,  this  time  indirectly,  that  tech- 
nology could  wipe  out  the  entire  human  race  in  twenty-odd  years.  She 
quoted  one  scientist,  Dr.  David  Price  of  the  U.S.  Public  Health  Ser- 
vice, as  expressing  the  dread  that  some  man-made  substance  might  so 
contaminate  the  environment  as  to  make  man  as  obsolete  as  the  dinosaur. 
And  what  was  particularly  frightening,  he  said,  referring  to  a  long 
latency  disease  —  although  he  did  not  name  cancer  —  was  that  this 
annihilation  of  the  species  might  be  determined  some  twenty  year 
before  a  symptom  had  appeared." 

Additionally,  a  quote  from  an  article  by  Dr.  Robert  M.  Devlin,  University  of 
Massachusetts  is  quite  interesting: 

"In  Silent  Spring  there  are  so  many  unsupported  statements  made,  so 
many  half  truths  told,  and  so  much  important  material  completely 
ignored  that  the  book  could  almost  be  classified  as  science  fiction.' 
Certainly  her  prediction  of  the  coming  of  a   Silent  Spring,'  or 
anything  remotely  similar,  was  meant  more  to  scare  the  uninformed 
than  to  draw  the  serious  attention  of  thinking  individuals." 

A  letter  of  this  nature  would  not  be  complete  without  mentioning  the  mdis- 
crimitive  use  of  pesticides  and  the  harm  they  have  done.   But  this  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  use  of  pesticides;  only  with  their  misuse.   In  our  Price  Sys- 
tem, where  the  rule  of  the  game  is  —  GO  FOR  THE  GOLD  —  at  times,  pesticides 
are  used  unnecessarily.   Unfortunately,  the  Carson,  anti-science  people,  in 
their  zeal  to  eliminate  all  pesticides,  fail  to  make  this  important  distention. 

All  of  my  the  research  and  experiences  have  had  only  one  effect  on  me  —  they 
have  intensified  my  appreciation  for  Technocracy.   They  have  reinforced  my 
conviction  that  Technocracy  has  the  only  answer  to  our  problems.   I  only  wish 
other  Technocrats  had  the  opportunities  which  I  had. 

I  am  sorry  to  say  that  your  concluding  remark  is  incorrect  --  it  is  not  unfor- 
tunate that  I  wish  to  spread  ray  personal  opinions  so  widely.   The  more  Tech- 
nocrats realize  the  part  played  by  the  Carson,  anti-science  people  the  better 
they  will  be  able  to  understand  why  many  people,  too  many  people,  act  the  way  I 
do  and  reject  Technocracy.   Indeed,  sharing  my  knowledge  with  other  Technocrats 
is  not  unfortunate;  it  is,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  very  fortunate. 


I  feel  that  our  organization  should  not  have  misunderstandings.  I  hope  this 
letter  cleared  up  your  unfortunate  confusion  of  my  stand  on  the  Carson,  anti- 
science  people.   I  have  attempted  to  furnish  you  with  satisfactory  evidence 
for  my  stand.   It  you  wish  additional  evidence,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  ask 
for  it. 


cc:Charles  H.  Floyd 
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John  A.  Taube    (415)  334-3733 

55  Chumasero  Drive  |7E 
San  Francisco,  California  94132 
July  11,  198« 

Letter  to  the  Editor 

San  Francisco  Examine r 

925  Mission  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94103 

Dear  Editor: 

How  unfortunate  that  there  are  misguided  people  like  Robert  M.  Ceiler  who 

wrote  the  July  10  letter  protesting  nuclear  power,  our  cleanest  source  of 

concentrated  energy. 

Dr.  Robert  Gale,  the  renown  oncologist  who  assisted  the  Soviet  Union,  stated 
that  he  would  rather  be  downwind  from  a  nuclear  plant  than  a  coal-fired  plant. 

Ceiler  is  paranoid  about  the  close  proximity  of  Diablo  Canyon  to  the  Hosgri 
fault.   Speaking  about  earthquake  faults,  the  islands  of  Japan  are  the  most 
earthquake  prone  of  all  the  populated  areas  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  Even  so, 
they  have  far  more  nuclear  plants  per  area/per  capital  than  we  do.  And  they 
keep  building  more.   Apparently  they  know  something  that  Ceiler  doesn't. 

How  unfortunate  Ceiler  does  not  realize  that  what-  he  call??  "nuclear  waste"  is 
a  valuable  resource.   His  concern  that  our  progeny  will  be  burden  with  this 
valuable  resource  is  ill  founded.   Scientists  of  the  21st  century  will 
undoubtedly  discover  the  method  to  extract  the  energy  from  this  resource  and 
thank  us  for  generously  preserving  it  for  them. 

Sincerely, 


John   A.  Taube 
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Charles  H, 
12348-A 


Floyd,   Org. 


July   11,    1988 
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John  Taube's  "Anti-Science  at  Work" 

In  answer  to  your  question  regarding  John  Taube's  seemingly  "off  the  cuff" 
comments  ancnt  nuclear  power  protestors  -  CHQ  is  emphatically  not  in 
agreement. 

Technocracy's  position  is  made  clear  in  the  Information  Sriof  #71,  NUCLEAR 
PROTEST  -  THEN  WHAT?   L  W.  Nicholson's  two  articles  in  recent  Field  Magazines 
have  made  it  quite  clear  that  CHQ  regards  nuclear  fission  plants  as  unacceptable 
risks.  The  enclosed  article  sent  in  by  D1ck  Barrett  (8342-A)  from  GLOBE  AND  MAIL 
on  "decommmssioning"  nuclear  plants  shows  just  how  unacceptable  these  plants 
are.  The  plant  the  article  talks  about  is  a  "small"  one  but  the  radiation 
is  just  as  lethal  and  will  be  for  untold  decades  to  come.  The  United  States 
has  a  "small"  nuclear  plant  that  is  being  dismantled  in  Shippingport,  Pa.  The 
problems  attendant  to  that  dismantling  am  almost  insoluble.  There  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  solution  as  to  what  to  do  with  the  waste  products  from  these 
plants.  To  say  nothing  of  the  ever-present  danger  of  one  of  them  blowing 
up  a  la  Chernobyl . 

As  for  John  Taube's  acrimonious  assertion  that  Rachel  Carson  "fabricated 
horrors  about  the  use  of  pesticides,"  is  clearly  fallacious.  Raqbel  Carson 
was  a  trained  biologist  -  a  scientist  with  impeccable  credentials.  The  small 
gain  that  has  been  made  in  the  curtailment  of  the  use  of  pesticides  is  due  to 
her  pioneering  work  in  that  direction. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  John  Taubp  feels  compelled  to  spread  his  pergonal 
opinions  so  widely. 

fin  T.    Spitler 
Continental   Director 

JTS/skb 
Encl. 
cc:John  Taube 
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Arc  'health  foods'  really  more  healthful? 


Health  food   ton    i  ang  up  i  lost  I  llion  in 

sales  la  b1  year,  which  is  somewhat  surprising  in 
light  ofthe  Fact  that  inure  and  more  busy  familie 
huvc  come  in  depend  on  large  supermarkets  that 
stock  everything  Prom  fresh  baked  items  to  p  i 
goods,  thereb)  ullowing  them  t<>  do  ill  theii  Bhop 
ping  at  once.  Whj  is  it  that  an  increasing  number 
of  people  appear  to  be  going  out  of  their  way  to 
patronize  the  health  food  market?  Do  they  know 
something  supermarket    hopper  don't? 

lb  find  out,  we  walked  up  and  down  thcai  l< 
three  ofthe  Boston  areas  most  popular  health 
food  stores  and  compared  the  foods  on  their 
shelves  \\  ith  those  in  regular   upci  markets  At 
Hi  t  gl  ince,  some  ofthe  eye  catching  claim   on 
main  <>l  i  he  health  food  -tin  i-  produi  Is      ail  nil  ii 
ral,"  "iid  refined  sugar,"  am) '  no  preservatives,"  foi 
instant  e  -made  it  appear  as  if  t  hose  items  are 
different  if  not  better  for  you  than  similar  items 
in  mure  typical  grocery  stores  But  alas,  the  I  ine 

print  revealed  a  different  story 

Poring  over  product  claims 

The  label  on  a  bottle  of  "natural  catsup"  in  one 

health  food  emporium  we  visited,  for  example, 
boasts  that  the  product  contains  "no  preserval  ives 
or  MSt !  "  It  sounded  impressive  enough,  hul  a 
close  look  at  the  label  on  a  bottle  of  Hem/  ketchup 
led  that  it  doesn't  contain  any  preservatives 
or  MS(i  e'ther  In  fact,  the  two  products  are  made 
with  the  same  ingredients:  tomato  paste,  vinegar, 
salt,  onion  powder,  spices,  and  natural  flavoring. 
'The  only  difference  is  in  the  sweetener  used 
Heinz  adds  corn  syrup,  while  the  "natural"  brand 
is  sweetened  with  honey.  Both  corn  syrup  and 
honey  are  sugars,  however,  and  the  nutritional 
difference  between  them  is  too  little  to  mention 

The  hie,  trade  oil  between  the  t  WO  Is  pi  u  e     A    II 

r  hot  t le  of  1  leinz  sold  for  7!)  cents,  t lie  same 
•  bottle  ofthe  brand  in  the  health  food  store 
going  l"i  $2  ^i1 

It  was  tin  same  with  cereals.  One  brand  at  the 
health  food  store  had  "no  refined  sugar"  according 
to  the  label, ju  t  "the  pure  goodncs   ol  n  al  honey." 
What  the  label  neglected  to  point  out  is  thai 
honej  is  no  better  for  you.  And  when  it  is  the 
ond  ingredient  on  the  list,  as  is  the  case  with  the 

■  al  in  quest  ion,  there's  a  good  chance  thei 
plenty  of  it  in  the  product 

In  the  dairy  si  ct  ion.  the  producers  ol  tiled 

natural  yogurt  I  what's  unnatural  yogurt?)  cite  on 
the  package  label  their  "effort  to  provide  the  most 
healthful  .  .  .  product"  Hut  their  product  contain 

rams  of  fat  in  an  8-ounce,  230-calorie  serving, 
or  almost  10  percent  fat  calorie.-  That's  more  fat 
than  you'll  find  in  some  ofthe  supermarket 
yogurts  that  make  no  health  claims  whatsoever 


Ruby  luod    aren't  immune  from  questional 
claims  eilhei  <  >n<  brand  of  baby  food  in  a  health 
food   tore  toul  ■  a  'nut  ril  iou  ■  diffei  nee  your  I 

i  an  Li  I    <■    and  sun  (  .in  t  i  ii  ,|  ,'    but    ll  dlM     n't  dl 

■  lu  ■  ju  I  v«  hat  t hat  difference  i     Indeed,  thai 
prodtn  t  ami     i  omparable  one  pul  out  by  <  ii  rbci 
are  made  from  the  sami  two  ingredients  ■ 
and  wa i ei  That  the  cai  rati  in  the  "healthful ' 
brand  are  "lab  te  ted  foi  purity"  does  not  neot 

ly  make  them  anv  better  than  ( lei  I 

(ierhei  a,  Loo,  tost    it    baby  produi  !-■  foi 
pureni    i  according  to  that  company '  con  umei 
information  ipoke  pel  on  As  to  price,  the  4' 
mince  jni  ol  <  lei  l»  i    ci    I    le     than  hah'  t  he 
nmoiint  ill  Llie    nine    i  ■  jni  ol  the  brand  in  i h< 
health  fond    lore 

Doubts  in  (he  .snack  aisle 

Health  food  stores  ofTer  plenty  ot  "goodie  •  ."  m<  lud- 
ing  "natural"  potato  chip   and     u    irless"candj 
hai  -  I  hit  upon  close  inspection,  the  potato  chips 

are  fried  in  fal  and  ladened  with  Bait, JU   t  like  the 

brands  thai  are  .old  in  supermarkets  Granted 

I  he  potaloes  in  t  he  "rial  ural"  brand  may  be  fried 

in  sunflower  oil,  a  less  saturated  and  therefore 

potentially  less  artery  clogging  fat  than  the  par- 
tially hydrogenntcd  oils  most  supermarket  brands 
contain    But  !  al  mated  or  not,  the  one  ounce,  150- 
(alone  bag  of  potato  chip.-  still  contains  GO  per- 
cent fat  calories,  which  certainly  doesn't  qualify  it 
as  a  "health  food " 

A  high-fiber  candy  bar  dl  scribed  on  the  packag- 
ing as  a  "low-fat,  nutritious"  snack  i  i  equally  mis- 
leading  While  the  little  bar  does  contain  5  grams 
if  dietary  liber,  fat  make-  up  more  than  .'{.a  per- 
cent ol  its  calories  In  fact,  ouni  «•  for  ounce,  that's 
more  fill  than  you'll  find  in  a  Milky  Way  bar 
Win  e  !  nil,  the  randy's  "nei  tar  vanilla  yogurt 
i    made  with  palm  kernel  oil,  which  i 
;il most  twice  in  saturated  as  lord  Thecandj 
ah  i  contain  •  I- v  t  ban  '/  percent  of  the  ; 
ommended  daily  allowances  for  all  th<  vil    mins 

I  minerals  Ii  ted  on  its  label  Therefore,  v 
the  word  nutritious  appears  on  the  |  is 

■ 

None  ol  this  is  to  say  that  fo  ds  in  a  i  per  mar  I 

contain  less  than  helpful  health  claim     or 
t hat  health  luod  stores  do  not  have  some  products 
i  hal  might  he  dill  a  ah  iu  |  hnl  in  a  large  gnx 
chaie  To  be  sure,  most  health  lood  emporiui 

k  a  widi  variety  of  whole-grain  breads  and 
pa  -i.i  ■  i  hat  are  sadly  missing  in  many  ordn. 
shopping  mai  ts  as  well  as  Bcveral  different  kinds 
ol  dried  legumes  Still,  the  message  is  i  lear  The 
fai '  that  the  sign  over  the  door  says  "health  food" 
that  the  food  is  indeed  healthful. 

You  still  need  iii  (heel,  label  i  pril 

jus!   i    you  would  anywhere  el 


Vol.  H.  No   .*).  .IiiK   l!>ss 


D  >* 


t  fi 


u 


fie*  ,  JcTTt  fj    7*  ft     COnWi  -.  '•     7 


H^H 


■HL 

■■■■• 


9BBBI 


■ 


VUI 


11515  39  *▼•., 

Edmonton,  Al   . 
T6J  OM5 

21  April  1)83 


Greetings   John: 

It  is  Income  Tax  time  here  in  Canada  -  our  deadline  is  3r)  April  - 
so  I  am  clearing  my  desk  for  action.  There  are  a  coujle  of  items  from 
you  still  outstanding  that  I  would   like  to  comment  on. 

In  an  envelop'-'  postmarked  23  Mar  88  you  sent  a   bulletin  of  the 
US  Council  for  Bnergy  Awareness,    their    Jo.  1^6  of  February  1988.     It 
was  indeed  of   -rent  interest,   in  that  it  disposes  authoritatively  of 
the  Gould/Sternglass  theory  on  the  consequences  of  the  Chernobyl  accident. 
In  3ome  wnys   the  Gould/Sternglass  media  splash  Bight  be  a  good   thing  - 
it  was  so  ridiculous  and   so  widely  publicizes  and   then  refuted  -  that  it 
may  end     tuch  of  the  anti-nuclear  hysteria.     The  media  can  learn  anc  may 
be  much  more  careful   in  future.     The  bulletin  had  a  lot  more  good   news 
about  the   nuclear  energy  scene.      I  may  ask  to  ve  put  on  the  mailinr  list. 

There  are  still  some  anti-nuclear  hotheads  out  vhere,   of  course. 
On  21st  MaCch  I  received  a  e   solicitation  from  an  outfit  called  "Energy 
Probe  Research  Foundation",  which  I  enclose.      T  dont  know  how  they  got 
my  name.      I  mailed   back  their  self-addressed   return  form  with  the  best 
putnfown  T  could  think  of.       They  arf=    beginning  to  sound  desperate,  and 
perhaps  are  feeling  the  pressure  of  the  pro-nuclear  presentation.     Hoje   so. 

I  Was  also  pleaded   to  pet  the  follow-up  on  thos^  newspaper  olippii 
I  sent  you  on  the  Oould/Ste^nglass  affair.      I  hope  thnt  Dr.    Jovan  J0vano- 
vic^s  paper  has  the  desired  effect.     The  words   of  scientists  and  academics 


will  weigh  far  more  heavily  that  yours  or  mine, 
your  contacts,   as  I  do. 


He  seems   to  appreciate 


And   I  read  with  interest  your  contacts  with  V .   E.  Turner,  Chairman 
of  the   Board,  Turner  Broadcasting  System  Inc.,   of  Atlanta,  Georgia.      It 
was  something  of  a  rurprise  that  he  responded  at  all.      It  will  be  much 
more   of  a   surprise  if  he   sees  fit  to  do  anything  about  the  subject  of 
Technocracy. 

I  am  not  hap] y  with  Technocracy  Inc.,    its  leadership  and  administra- 
tion, and   I  have  lapsed   into  complete  inactivity.     I  could   be  more  specific 
with  my  criticisms  but  T  hesitate  to  rock  the  boat,   even  if  it  api^rs  to 
be   sinking.     So  I  am  kee; inr  my  silence,   for  now.     T/ turned  75  a   couple 
of  day3  ago.     Time  to  pause  and  look  around.     And   T  am  building  a  cabin 
in  the  Lake  of  the  Wood3  country   (by  contract)  where  I  will  be  spending 
much  of  ty  tii.e  soon.     To  watch  the  grass  grfcw,   so  to  speak. 

Still  a  member, 


Atlt  Fryers. 


waxo   rrjrejb. 


H 


-■.--■ 


a 
o 
c  o 

OJ  X 

e  3 


OJ     C 


C  (0 
V  -P 
X  03 
Q«iH 
-P 

8  3  g  £ 

«   «   c    » 
43    2^     « 

aw  w 

w  c 
E 

E'1  si 

o    »  «  S 

•H  +0   -H   P 


•H     C 


-P    U 

a  s 

OJ    -p 
CO    o 

a 

a 


ff    OJ 


o 

00 

00 

B   Cm 
CO 

o 
e 

a> 
x     • 

I      03 
M 


«)    O 
N    C 


cn 


»-i    0J     X 

■p  a  v  ,_ 
o  e  e  e 

-P  03  .o 
o        m^ 

•H'0+J    , 


o 

<M 
-P 

0] 

•H 

oj 

«M 
•H 


OJ    O     CD 


-P    3    -P 


B 


•H    O 
^3 


'Si 
^1p 

03  ^ 


■P  c 

O    O 

03 

•H 


-P-H 
•H 
■P 

•>c 

CO    OJ 

-P  E 
c  V 

CD    N 


O    CO 
O 

a  si 


f 

,J~      CO 

-p 
c  o 

CC     03 
CJ  Cm 

P     0J 

t-n  x 
■P 

•  -p 

O    <M 


or 
5co 

^-P 
-p   . 


w    • 


is 


X    OJ 

an 

03   c 

M     O 

3 
OJ 

CO  CO 
0J  OJ 
X  -P 
-P  -H 

o 

a  c  x, 


As 


x 
o 


X 


o 

CJ 

a 

o 


-p  h 

CO     03 

X   -P 

•P   -P 

•*   (p 

03   X 
-P 

CJ     03 

C3 

*M     CO 
CO 

C     CD 

3    rH 

2  c 
9 

CO 

3d 

CO    -M 

o    QJ 

c  c 

0J    o 


y 


Comments   on  n   Book   Review.      Reviewer  -Lei         iJlbart.      Book    - 
xufckfixx*  "The  Cosmic  Blueprint:      New  Discoveries    In  Nature's 
Creative  Ability   to  Order   the  Dnl verse" . 
(Simon  &  Schuster;   £17.95  j  232  pages).     (*• 
the  Lor,  Angeles  Tirr.es,   March  IB,   19c?.) 

Da  vie  s  book  se  nt  nn  excursion  beyond   tl 

known  realm  of  physical    science    in   ar.   attempt   to   BUR        I    I  n   ultlflU 
expl  an:,  tion   of  a   cosmic    ■  •  .  Lnclpl(       of  design  ye      -    - 

He   tries  to  do  this,   the  reviewer  says  by  "enlarging  the  deflnJ 
of  science".     This  is  an  arbitrary  manipulation  Df   terms,    of    lefini- 
tions.      It  is  not  science.     H*  suspects   "   new  general    pri-.oi  j-1  es  - 
anizing  principles  ovei    and  •••    known  laws  or  physics  -  «>'w 

have  yet  to    he  discovered".      This   is   s:  ■   •     i  tion;   opinion.      Right   or 
wrong,    it  is  not,   science. 

The  Technocracy  Stud)   bourse  berins  with  "An  Introduction  to 

Science".      It   is    just   that,    and    is    the    her'  .  on    I   h^ve   e 

seen.      A  quote  from  it  might  be  appropriate   here:      "it  'doers   not.   be- 
come you   as   scientists    to  discuss   questions    ir  ill     Lmstt     truth,    nnr 
ultimate   reality,    nor  anything  else  ultimate.     Discuss   them  an   nove- 
lists or  Jfbeologiens  if  you  like,   but  no1    ••        dentists." 

Davies  is  a  professor  of  theoretical    physics.  s  his   over- 

view of  science   is   too  limited,   too   narrow,    beinp  focussed    initially 
on   the   laws   of  physics.      However   fundamental  are,    they  do  not  J'-tX.Li^  OTL 

pi    pertain   to  the   complex! ties   of  matter   j  • .    I etaij .      Eac  ment,  e«cn 

compound,   each  mixture,   has  unique   pro'T^'i^s  w!  Ie1  r:nr: 

an.i   function.      These  are  not  matters   of  chance.1  T.tfe  may  be  regarded 

as   CARBON- based,   and  carbon  is  an  ambivalent  element  of  infinite  possibilities. 
Of  course  the  universe  is  basically  self-organizing, tc   the    lee  er 

that  it  has  arrived  at  a   preat   dee]    of   orier  at  every  scale,    f 

cosmic  to  the  sub-atonic.      It  takes  a   cor.binstion  ^n  sheimistry 
physics   to  ever,  ap:  roach  an  underst  complex   a — ange- 

ments.     Much   is  known,   but  much  rore   remains  *°  be  learned, through 
science. 

The   word    'nature'    is   a   very  useful       3rd,    but    mucn  abused.      It    i 
often  given  an  anthropomorphic  characteristic,    hi     Lng   human-like 
will  irpose.      For  :v;r.y  people,    it   is   no*    enough  to  accept   the 

physical  world  ar   it  is,    in  all    its   compl  .  y  must    further 

complicate  our  understanding  by  r^o/'-^  lng  i  --.  —like  designer, 
a  creator, -behind  and  leyond  it,  for  which  there  is  no  evidence  a 
cannot   be.      The   author  Davies   c  close   I      that,   even   in  his   tiJle, 

where   he  speaks   of  "Nature's  Creative  Ability". 

Entropy  is  a   natural   and   on-going  p~~oess,   easily  demonstrated  ani 
understood.      The   opposite  process,   whi:r  eve    is   sometimes   called 

'eutropy'    explains   how   the  continuing  flow   of  energy   ^-o^  *  he  sun,   f- 
example,   counteracts   entropy,   and   builds   new  arrays    Df  matter, 
which  life  may^considered    one.     The    tr-  ?n    of    ice   to  water  is  a 

simple  example  of  energy  up-grcdi:i(  ,    1  woul      tl    ■-.      [1    is   a    response 
to   the  flow   of  energy.     And  so,   it  woul  I  ?e>.'?..,   Is    life. 

Rather  than   be  drawn  into  a   philos  'hose 

arcane  realms  as  yet  und<  fined  and  science,   1  wou 


•  ve   it  all   to    those  who  f^el    th«    r:0'   :    :f    s    ;h. 


It  may  be  1 
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Part  v  /Friday,  March  ih.  ii>hh     Hoe  Anfleleo  (Slmee 


By  LEE  DEMBART 

Th«  Co«mir   Bluvprlnl     N«w   DUc«v«ri«a 
Id    N.turt'i   tre.llvf    Abllll>    I*   OroVr 

lb*  UnivtrM  by  Paul  Davie*  (Simon  £ 
Schuster:  $17.95;  232  pa«e«) 

From  time  to  time  in  this  space  I 
have  expressed  impatience  with 
views  of  reality  that  stray  from  the 
rational,  testable  and  observable. 
Mysticism,  in  all  of  its  guises,  is  to 
me*  no  more  nor  less  than  belief  in 
magic. 

And  yet,  though  I  share  the 
scientific  world  view,  I  am  aware 
that  despite  the  extraordinary  ac- 
complishments of  science  over  the 
last  few  centuries,  many  basic 
questions  remain  unanswered:  the 
nature  of  matter,  the  origin  and 
development  of  the  universe,  the 
mechanism  that  drives  evolution, 
and  the  workings  of  the  brain  and 
consciousness,  to  name  a  few. 

These  and  many  other  funda- 
mental issues  are  shrouded  in  mys- 
tery. In  fact,  in  almost  every  field 
of  inquiry,  a  persistent  questioner 
does  not  have  to  ask  too  mdny 
questions  before  a  researcher  must 
honestly  answer,  "We  don't 
know." 

Traditional  science  is  not  much 
troubled  by  these  gaps  in  knowl- 
edge. Scientists  would  like  to  know 
the  answers,  of  course,  but  they 
believe  that  if  they  keep  at  it  long 
enough  and  are  clever  enough  in 
their  research,  ultimately  they  will. 
There  is  much  historical  evidence 
to  support  this  faith  in  the  primacy 
of  the  scientific  method  in  the 
search  for  truth. 

Unacceptable  Alternative 

Besides,  the  alternative  view  is 
unacceptable.  Assertions  of  non- 
rational,  non-physical,  metaphysi- 
cal causes  and  explanations  for  the 
real  world  leave  them— and  me— 
cold. 

I  have  tried  to  consider  such 
beliefs  sympathetically,  but  I  sim- 
ply fail  to  understand  what  people 
who  hold  them  are  talking  about. 
There  is,  after  all,  a  difference 
between  having  an  open  mind  and 
having  holes  in  your  head. 

Which  brings  us  to  the  book  at 
hand.  "The  Cosmic  Blueprint"  by 
Paul  Davies,  a  book  that  success- 
fully charts  a  middle  ground  be- 
tween the  scientific  and  the  non- 
scientific  points  of  view.  Davies,  a 
professor  of  theoretical  physics  at 
the  University  of  Newcastle-up- 
on-Tyne in  England,  does  this  by 
enlarging  the  definition  of  science 
and  by  using  reason  to  make  his 
case. 

Davies  argues  that  the  reduc- 
tionist approach  to  science— which 
holds  that  everything  is  ultimately 
reducible  to  the  laws  of  physics— is 


Book  Review 

too  limiting.  "There  must  be  new 
general  principles  — organizing 
principles  over  and  above  the 
known  laws  of  physics  — which 
have  yet  to  be  discovered."  he  says. 
"We  seem  to  be  on  the  verge  of 
discovering  not  only  wholly  new 
laws  of  nature,  but  ways  of  think- 
ing about  nature  that  depart  radi- 
cally from  traditional  science." 

The  additional  law  of  nature  that 
Davies  proposes  is  that  the  uni- 
verse is  basically  self-organizing, 
that  is,  that  chance  alone  does  not 
and  cannot  explain  the  existence  of 
matter  or  the  existence  of  life. 

This  principle  explains  the  exist- 
ence of  the  universe  that  we  ob- 
serve, Davies  says,  and  it  also 
explains  how  life  arose  from  inani- 
mate matter  and  how  it  has  evolved 
into  ever-greater  complexity  over 
the  billions  of  years  of  evolution. 

"There  are  creative  forces  at 
work  in  matter  that  encourage  it  to 
develop  life,"  Davies  asserts;  "not 
vital  forces  or  metaphysical  princi- 
ples, but  qualities  of  self-organiza- 
tion that  are  not  contained  in— or  at 
least  do  not  obviously  follow 
from— our  existing  laws  ot  phys- 
ics." 

What  makes  his  approach  wor- 
thy of  consideration  is  that  even 
though  it  rejects  chance  as  the 
ultimate  explanatory  principle  of 
the  universe,  it  does  not  rely  on  a 
creator  to  explain  all  that  we  see 
around  us.  While  Davies  finds 
traditional  science  inadequate,  he 
moves  into  the  middle  ground  from 
the  side  of  science  rather  than  from 
the  side  of  religion. 

Disbelief  in  Evolution 

Make  no  mistake  about  it.  Davies 
insists  that  science  as  generally 
understood  cannot  explain  reality. 
For  example,  he  finds  the  theory  of 
evolution  unbelievable.  Even 
granting  that  billions  of  years  is  a 
very  long  time  for  accidents  to 
have  happened,  life  is  too  complex 
to  have  arisen  by  accident. 

"Complex  structures  in  biology 
are  unlikely  to  have  come  about  as 
a  result  of  purely  random  acci- 
dents," he  says.  "Even  the  simplest 
living  things  are  stupendously 
complex.  The  replicative  machin- 
ery of  life  is  based  on  the  DNA 
molecule,  which  is  itself  as  struc- 
turally complicated  and  intricately 
arranged  as  an  automobile  assem- 
bly line.  If  replication  requires  such 
a  high  threshold  of  complexity  in 
the  first  place,  how  can  any  repli- 
cative system  have  arisen  sponta- 
neously?" 


The   complexity   of   living   and 
non-living  matter  implies  to  Davies 
that  there  is  design  in  the  universe 
"The  impression  of  design  is  over- 
whelming," he  concludes.  But  ho 
stnos  short  of  asserting— at  least  in 
.   this  book  -  that  there  is  a  designer 
Nonetheless,  he  comes  close 
"Science  may  explain  all  the  pro- 
cesses   whereby    the    universe 
evolves  its  own  destiny,  but  that 
still  leaves  room  for  there  to  be  a 
meaning  behind  existence." 

But  that  is  a  jump  that  does  not 
follow  from  his  argument.  It  may 
well  be  that  there  are  more  laws  of 
physics  than  physicists  have  yet 
discovered,  and  it  may  even  be  that 
self-organization  and  a  drive  for 
complexity  are  among  them. 

Science  can  accommodate  such 
laws,  if  they  in  fact  exist,  and  it  may 
prove  fruitful  to  look  for  them 
though  Davies  does  not  explain 
how  physicists  might  go  about 
doing  it.  But  whether  the  universe 
has  meaning  is  a  different  question 
altogether. 
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John  A.  Taube    (415)  334-3733 

55  Chumasero  Drive  *7E 
San  Franciaco,  California  94132 
March  24,  1986 

To:  Technocracy  Digest,  Northweat  Technocrat,  Newalettera  at 
11833-2,  12245-3. 

Greet i  ngs : 

The  enclosed  was  sent  to  me  by  Walt  Fryers,  and  I  would  like 

you  to  consider  the  following. 

Walt  Fryers'  ability  to  study  and  write  analytically  is  most 
remarkable.  Note  that  his  writings  do  not  contain  anything  that 
even  remotely  resembles  that  which  would  come  from  those 
interested  in  reforming,  patching-up  our  Price  System;  those  who 
would  like  to  merely  put  a  band-aid  on  mortal  wound  of  our  Price 
System.   That  is  to  say  that  none  of  his  writings  is  of  a 
liberal,  socialist,  communists  nature. 


I  recommend  that  some  of  his  works  be  published  in  either  one  of 
our  magazines  or  newsletters.  I  would  suggest  that  the  social 
implications  of  the  decay  of  financial  structure  be  added. 


John   A .  Taub 
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As  soon  as  you  know  your  new  address, 

mail  this  card  to  all  the  people,  businesses, 

and  publishers  who  send  you  mail. 
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Nam* 
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New 

No.  and  Street.  Apt                                                          ,re  of) 
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11515  39  Avp., 
Ed;  onton,   Alta. 
T'-J  0M5 

1  Apr  85 


John  Taube: 


Re:      Clipping:      "How   Cu^   "I-itirjnal  Debt  Threatens   You"    from  pnrade 
Magazine  of  U20-*85. 

Thanks  for  sending  along  this  clipping.      1'ou  tuggeat  y^u  may   'w 
up   some  comments  on  it'.        Fine.     The  debt  menace  des'rv  s  isafc  ]  ots   of 
attention. 

By  now  you  will  have  recei  ved  and  perhaps  read  my  latest  paper:      The 
3i<-   Hank   Itailout.      ity  explanation  for  the  high  interest  rates   is  quite  dif- 
ferent to  the   one  ^resented   in  the  above  article.     The  author  nnkes   the 
common  mistake  of  blaming  the  government  ieficit  for  the  hiph  interest  ratsf 
and   for  crowding  out  the  {  rivate  3'  ctor.  Not  so,   in  my  opinion. 

Usually,   in  a  recession/depression,   interest  rotes  decline  as  invest- 
ment slows  and  liquidity  increases.     Not  this   time.     The  high  interest  rates 
h  ve  been  engineered  by  the  Federal  .ie.erve   Board,  as  r.aintanei    in  my 
paper.     The  government  ha:'   indeed  been  the  principal  borrower  a",   it  soaks 
up  the  excess  liquidity  and  converts   it  into  purchasing  power  in  i   stagnant 
economy.       So  the  banks  am  saved  and  the  economy  is  stimula'ed. 

But  then  I  dont  have  to  preas  this  analysis  with  you,  a i  you  already 
take  the  same  position  I  think.  In  a  recent  comment  you  made  in  a  recent 
mailing;  re  toward  Scott's  Hotel  Pierre  adiress:  "...he  stated  that  the 
government  must  go  into  the  business  of  debt,  creation."  I  mako  a  sirllar 
reference  to  Scott's  statement  in  the  last  paper. 

Regardless  of  the   nechanism  by  which  the  debt  structure  growa,   the 
•threat'    that  the  article  deals  with  is  real,    I  think.     So  thanks   for 
sending  us  a  copy  with  your  comments, 
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John  <=#.    ^ZJav&L     •  \| 

(415)334-37  USA 

55  U'UMASERO  DRlOfci  W7E* 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94)32 
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(415)334-3733 
55  CHUMASERO  DRIVE  #7E 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94132 
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11515  39  Ave., 
Edmoitoh,  Alta. 
T6J  0M5 

27  Sep  86 

.    John    T-.:ube, 
55  Chumajero  Drive  #7E, 
San  Fr;;ncisco,  CA.      94132 

Greetings  John: 

I  received  your  cord  dated  17  Sep,   asking  for  my  comments  on  the 
material   issued  by  the   National  Council   for  Environmental   balance, 
a  subscription  to  which  you  sup,  lied   to  me  earlier. 

First  let  me  thank  you  for  the   subscription.      I  have  read   their 
erial  with  interest,  and  at  this  stage  with  aj    rovl.       >ut  with 
only  two  issues  to  go  by  I  am  not  ready  yet  to  make  a  cons  id -red 
judgement.     I  intend  to  read  further,   and  analytically,   not  only 
their  bulletins    bit  possibly  also  some   of  their  recoramentfded  refe- 
rence material. 

Their  general  approach  is  good.      Ae  need  more   *  balances  in  the 
uo-?f  way.     Most  forms  of  the   'media'    seek  exaggerated  emphasis,  pro 
or  con,   on  any  issue,   to  gain  attention.     The  facts  may  lie  in  between 
the  extremes  of  polarization,  and  may  take  more  time  and  research  to 
get  at.     But  the  man  in  the  strpet  is  often  encouraged   to   'take  a  stand' 
before  the  facts  are  in. 

I  have  become  quite  dritical  of  Technocracy  and  its  output  in 
recent  years,   because,   in  the  absence  of  the  calibre   of  understanding 
of  a  Howard  Scott,   it  has  lapsed  into  a  generally  negative  position, 
lhaking   'trendy'   and  contemporary  judgements  which  are  not  justified, 
nor  sustainable,  nor  even  relevant  to  Technocracy's  basic  message. 
For  instance,   the  70s  generated  a    'psychosis'   of  scarcity'  which 
colored  much  of  what  £HQ  and   technocracy  had  to  say.     It  is   only  now 
slowly  being  reversed  ^^ixtsxxsxVtkKx£&zxxkEX±^x  by  the    'gluts'    of  the 
80s.     I  wrote  something  on  this  in  November  1985   (Comments  on   'The 
Limits  of  Growth'"}, and   in  February  1986' (North  America:     Jcarcity  or 
Abundance');   copies  to  you.     This  led  to  my  writing  the  paper:      "Has 
'Technocracy'    Been  Revised?",  with  the  ensuing   'hot'   exchange  between 
GHQ  and  myself;  copies  to  you. 

I  would  hope  that  the   National  Council  for  Environmental  Balance 
will  contribute  to  a  more  balanced  analysis.     I  have  wondered   if  it 
might  not  be  or  become  the   voice  of  corporate  America.     Does   it  truly 
have  the  objectivity  required  and  the   competency  for  the   job.     Who  are 
the  editors,    beyond  the   names  alone?     Is  it  too  nationalistic?     Does 
it  sneer  at  Russia  and  other  science  sources?     We  shall  see. 


That's   the   best  I  can  do,   for  now. 
It  is  worthwhile  and  worth  watching. 


Thanks  again  for  the  sub. 


Regards, 


Walt  Fryers, 


(41 5)  334-3733 
55  CHUMASERO  DRIVE  #7E 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94132 
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NATIONAL  COUNCIL 
FOR 

ENVIRONMENTAL  BALANCE 

P   O.  Bo.  773? 

lou>lv>ll*    KvfMucky  4070? 


'♦47  tf 


August    18,    '86 


From  the  desk  of: 
I .  W .  Tucker 

Dear  Mr .  Fryers : 

Mr.  John  Taube  has  entered  a  one  year  sub- 
scription for  you  to  our  NCEB  publications! 
We  are  enclosing  the  most  recent  mailing 
and  a  list  of  our  current  publications, 
along  with  a  few  samples  of  our  pamphlets. 
If  there  is  anything  else  you  desire  from 
the  list,  please  let  us  know. 


Sincere ly , 


I.  W.  Tucker,  Ph.D, 
President,  NCEB 
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John   A.  Taube    (415)  334-3733 

55  Chumasero  Drive  **7E 
San  Francisco,  California  94132 
August  13,  1986 


Dr .  I  . W .  Tuc  ker 

NCEB 

Box  7732 

Louisville,  KY  40207 

Dear  Dr.  Tucker: 


I  cannot  begin  to  tell  you  how  much  I  appreciate  all  the 

information  that  I  have  received  through  your 

organization. 

Thank  you,  it  is  greatly  appreciated. 

I  have  enclosed  a  copy  of  page  4,  Northern  Neighbors,  June  1986 
which  was  sent  to  me.   Perhaps  you  can  comment  on  it  in  your 
publ icat ion . 

I  have  enclosed  a  check  for  $50.00.   This  is  for  a  subscription 
for  your  newsletter  for  Daniel  Sabsay ,  70  Yosemite  Street, 
Apt  309,  Oakland,  CA  94611.   Also  a  subscription  for  Walt  Fryers, 
11515  39  Ave,  Edmonton,  Alta.,  T6J  0M5,  Canada. 


If  you  can  send  some  of  your  material  to  these  two,  it  will  be 
helpful . 


Sincerely , 

John  A.  Taube 
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LL         11515  3     Ave., 
Ldmonton, 

10  Deo  83 

Mr,    John  Taube, 

55  Chumnsero   .)rive  #'7^t 

Ian  Pf»MlM9,  C<-      143 

Greetings  Johns 

This  week  ve  received  your  last  mailin-,    inolud' 
the    'ront  cover  and  excerpts  from  "Technocracy     n.  M-irxlsra" 
y  William  Z.  Foster  ant;  rjwder,   pubii  h-.-d,  rently 

In  1933. 


I  think  it  would  be  worthwhile 
r.nd  so  we  take  you  uo  on  your  offer 
costs  you  bo  I  can  reimburse  you. 


,hi3 
Let  me  knov  what  it 


You  probably  know  that  we  were  rjiven  an  eviction  notice 
last  June  2*Hh,  to  be  effective  31st  August,     tfe  ..sked  for  a 
month's  extension  >*nd  got  it,  BsJciaf  ths  tffeotlTS   late  the 
end  of  September.     This  gave  us  ■  chance  to  aooeal   to  the 
student  organization  and  others  who  reconvened  at  t 
of  the  new  Mhool   term,     Ve  *kI*     BJsdert— k  It  >■ 

the  basis  of  a  brokan  contract,   for  we  had  been  prlven  to  un-.er— 
stend  our  rent  would  go  up  by  nenrly  100%  in  conjunction  with 
I  renewal  of  our  Teese.     Various  professors  tad   the  exaotttlw 
of  the  Stuients'  'Jnlon  spoke  in  our  xmftni  favor  to  remain  in 
The  HUB  but  nothing  worked  and  our  eviction  Ls  no;-  .'inal   to 
be  effective  the  en  1  of  this  month.     This  will  effectively 
demolish  our  'Jnit,  as  I  will  not  try  to  set  another  one  uo 
rod  I  dont  think  anyone  else  will.     I  expect  to  spend  my  time 
and  energy  in  other  oir-ctionsJ     writing,   research,   spetklng, 

of  course  looking  after  my  Dersonal  oorami ttments    .  La> 

cludes  looking  a"ter  my  wife  who  as  you  Know  has  HS  ana  is  a 
semi-invalid.  >  the  outlook  here  is  <?ria,   to  sey  the  least. 

It  has  been  a  rough  year  in  other  directions  too,  for  rae. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ke*p  ap  corres p     is  as  formerly. 
However  your  ocoe3ional  mailings  are  appreciated.  Tou  do  turn 
up  some  very  interesting  m;  te  ial.  Keep  it  up. 

I  expect  to  compile  a  summary  report  on  our  situ/: t ion  over 
the  last  severs 1  months  for  CHQ  and  others,  sad  will  plan  to 
send  you  a  copy. 


Walt  Fryers. 
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11515  39  Ave., 
£dmo  iton,    Alt*. 
TtiD  2C5 

U  Jon  83 


Greetings  John 


»  ( C 


I  owe  you  several  letters  over  o  long  period,   but  Just  cannot  quite 
cope.      I  give  u  j.riority  to  trying  to  keep  this   office  open  and  our  Unit 
viable.      You  have  sent  ne  books  to  read  and  comment  on  that   I  am  still 
trying  to  get  rerid.     It  van  not  until  1st  'lov  that  I  finally  disposed  of 
some  outside  cormitt/ments  that  were  taking  up  a  lot  of  my  time.     *Jow   I 
have  more  time  to  try  and   catch  up,  so  dont  dispair. 

The  meilingr   that  you  send  from  time  to  time  arc   invericbly  rea 
ond  posted.     Sometimes  there  i3  material  that  would  warrnt  further  dis- 
tribution but  as  yet  we  dont   have  the  functional  competence  to  spread  our 
wings  on  iuch  ventures.     The  best  we  can  do  is  to  sometimes  post  an  item 
in  our  front  window  foci'ig  the  HUB  Mall,  wher^  r.tudents  and  staff  can  see 
it.     Our  latest  project  in  audio-visual  display  is  to  buy  a  Singer  Ccr-.mate 
projector  of  35  cm  slides  and  project  some  short  sequences  onto  e  scr- 
attached  to  our  front  window.     Iff  plan  to  have  ■  synchronised  tfpe  explain 
the  slides  and  the  message  repot tedly  at  busy  times  of  the  Mall. 

I  am  returning  the  cassette  that  you  sent  us  r?oently  30  you  will  un- 
derstand the  problem  wo  encountered.     We  found   it  impossible  to  play  the 
tape  and  get  an  intelligible  sound  out  of  it.     I  had  several  experts  try 
it  on  various  pieces  of  equipment,   including  Radio  Check  who  handle  the 

Reelict-ic  wak  vc.     All  failed. 

sUi-^lng  the  tape  wr.-.  ^lojerly  recorde<j  and   left  J  good  5'         , 

the   question  V:ccnes:     what  ha  to  it?     Cvr  best  rues-   Is  that  It  was 

damped  by  magnetic  or  X-ray  inspection  somewhere  alc~  linej   or  per- 

haps  by  accidental  cnccuntr~  with  magnetic  inf ucnce3,  which  partially 
eiuoea  it.     In  thee-  daya  of  loaroaslag  oecurity  checks  it  night  help  to 
wrap  tapes  and  films  in 


I  ga there  ^e  speeck  was  recorded  in  Cleveland  and  taken  oTf 

a  rebrofi  .caut  in  BOB  -co.     The  speaker  wad  an  Asst.   Jeputy  Minister 

of  i  nvironnent  from  Canada  by  the  name  of  Slocer.     That  is  -  ell   I 

ijE«>*(i:ai  loarned.     Sorry  the  trouble  you  wool    to  w-s   not  r  or»  success' 

Cur  membership  is  not  amklng  much  progress,  but  there  is  a  little 
increase  in  response, and  prospects.     */e  000  use  the   tlv.e  very  well   to 
improve  our  organization  and  facilities,   tt   be  rcc.iV/  in  ant   of  a 

3olid  response.         >ty  guooa  La   that  there   i3  1  >d   of  hyper-irflit-" 

somewhere  ahead  and  not  too  distant.     IJ  titi'tion  of 

comprehensive  controls  and  a  moratorium  on  money  operations? 

1 

Gotta  go  now.  It  is  Kriday  afternoon  and  I  do  my  banking  now  - 
a  few  membership  renewals,  pledges,  etc. 

Stay  the  course,  as  Reagan  says, 


Walt  Fryers • 
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technocracy    inc. ,    L1353-A 
92]  I   Sou$h   I L2  '.i  reel 
Edmonton,   Alberta     T6(. 

Greel  Ln  i 


lohn  \.  raube  (707)  795-8442 

1400  i  asl  Col  at  i  tvenue  //<♦ 
Rohnerl  Park,<  aJ  i  fornia  94928 
December  .'7,  \'JS2 


Be  separate  I  am  sending  you  -i  tape  of  .1  talk  by  Dr.  Robert  Slater  (I  may  have 
misspelled  bis  name),  Assistant  Deput>  Minister,  Canadian  Environmental  Pro- 
tection \gency.   it  was  given  .it  the  City  Forum  Club  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  rhurs- 
day,  December  P 3rd   and  was  heard  of  various  radio  st.it  ions.   I  heard  Ln  on 
KALW  in  San  I  rancisco* 

If  you  would  think  it  advisable  and  someone  can  make  the  time,  a  Letter,  with 
comments  on  the  talk,  should  go  to  the  speaker*   Copies  should  <jo  to  the  two 
people  at  the  head  table  --  Mr.  Mormon  Hoyd,  Canadian  Counselor  in  Cleveland  and 
Wayne  Mickels,  Ohio  Environmental  Protecion  Agency.   Also  a  copy  to  the  I  I ty 
Forum  Club  and  a  cover  letter  Inquiring  of  them  if  they  would  intertain  the  thought 
of  having  an  authorized  Technocracy  speaker  at  one  of  their  coming  meetings.   Also, 
of  course,  a  copy  to  CHO.  7 

Cheers, 


^i(/M'  M      i  'i 
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Mi.  Pete  Brewster,  News  Comment. it  or 

EDMONTON  DOURNAI 

L0006  101  Street 

[  dmonton,  Mberta  I  53  -1S6 


John  A.  raube  (707)  7r;-s't'(; 

uoo  I  ast  C(      -if  m 
Rohnert  Park,  C  iJ  Lfornla  9k 
December  20,  r 


ir  Mr.  Brewster: 

column  of  November  7th  rascinated  me  and  1  must  congratulate  you  on  it.  En- 
deed,  it  w.i5  v(.-r>  timely  and  this  Letter  will  merely  enlarge  on  but  two  points. 

On  your  next  to  Last  paragraph  --  Indeed,  Technocrats,  members  of  Technocracy  Inc., 
an  educational  research  organization, have  been  viewed  as "crackpots",  but  1  ■ 

just  i  fic.it  ion  for  concluding  that  this  view  was  factually  correct.   It  is  certainly 
contrar>  to  the  Encyclopedia  \  r\af  Canadian  Edition,  1955  which  stated,  "... 

mocracy. •  .is  the  only  program  of  social  and  economic  reconstruction  which  Is  in 
complete  intelLectu.il  and  technical  accord  with  the  age  in  which  we  live."  On  wh.it 
qrounds  would  one  challenge  this  statement? 

On  your  last  paragraph  --  you  state  "(Technocracy)  developed  no  political  philoso- 
phy..." Indeed,  Technocracy  developed  no  "political  philosophy"  whatsoever !   It  did, 
however,  analyze  the  North  America  Continent's  change  in  the  time-rate  of  doing  work 
and  its  impact  on  our  social  structure,  a  "Price  System".   Technocracy's  conclusion 
--  this  Continent  will  be  forced  to  introduce  a  social  structure  compatible  with  its 
technological  era  --  the  day  and  agein  which  we  live;  therefore,  Technocracy  proposed 
its  Technological  Social  Design,  a  Technate.   Enclosed  is  the  Hotel  Pierre  Address 
given  in  1933  by  the  late  Oirector-in-Chief  of  Technocracy  which  laid  the  foundation 
of  Technocracy's  analysis.  After  reading  this  could  anyone  be  justified  referring 
to  Technocrats  as  "crackpots"?   I  think  not! 

Viewing  the  overall  concepts  of  Technocracy,  one  must  agree  with  the  I  ncyclopcdia 
American, i  that  I< chnocracy  is  indeed  in  "complete  intellectual  and  technical  accord 
with  the  age  in  which  we  live".  Would  you  not  agree? 

I  would  be  greatly  indebted  to  you  if  you  would  drop  me  a  short  note  with  your  thoughts, 

SinCerely, 


John  A.  Taube 
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SUM!  I     11    0    U    C    H     I     b,     by    John       \.     laubc 


•\  re*  Months  back,  the  editor  of  the  Cotati  Co-op  Newsletter  published  .1  rechn 
Letter  of  mini-  and  also  1     Lmlle  of"  m>  car  with  i  1  ■.  rechm         Ign.  rhe 
Dune  issue  paraphrased  another  technocracy  Letter,  and  Purthi 
ported  that  the  energy  pamphlet  I  had  Loaned  dim  h,  misplaced  and  hi 

lint  he  reels  that  it's  not  important  anyway  as  it  probably  is  just  another  <<-  LoglcaJ 

method  of  distributing  with  which  everyone  is  familiar,  in  the  same  Lssue  !■'•  explaJ 

the  current  popular  social  position  as  be  see  it:  "...The  problem  i  s  the  wilJ  (if  .1  tJ 

minority  who  control  our  resources. . .we  must  stop  supporting  our  oppressors. • .The  police 

and  ml  11  tar)  are  t he  coercive  arms  of  government,  headed  by  corporate  power.   but  tfi.it 

power  is  generated  by  our  bodies,  our  effort,  our  money." 

It  is  quite  evident,  from  these  ((notes  and  the  entire  article,  ^ii.it  tin  current  popular 
recommended  actions  are  as  to  how  best  handle  the  "oppressors"  --  civil  disobedience, 
protest  marches,  blockades,  etc.   The  anti-nuclear  Preeze  currently  takes  top  priori 
Unfortunately  these  people  feel  that  they  are  solving  the  problem;  actually  they  are 
merely  attacking  symptoms.   Because  their  actions  arc  totally  unreJ  Implicit 

physical  requirememts  necessary  to  make  our  technological  age  firm,  st  <.M<  ,  and  dural 
they  (unwittingly  perhaps)  have  become  a  major  part  of  the  problem.   Put  to  ti    is 
Scott's  statememt:  "Never  In  History  Is  -\  People  So  Unprepared  lor  What  It  Mas  lo  I  .1 

As  we  know,  Left  intact  is  that  what  generates  the  problem  --  the  total  Inadequacy  of 
a  "Price  System"  to  function  in  a  technological  era  --  our  day  and  age.   Ind 
"Price  System"  has  build  within  it  t fie  seeds  of  its  own  destruction;  it's  due  to  col- 
lapse because  of  its  innate  weakness  and  because  it  lacks  the  wherewithal  to  function 
in  a  technological  age. 

The  popular  attitute  stated  succinctly  is:  if  you  are  not  "with  us",  then  you  are 
"agin  us"!   If  you  are  not  in  the  nuclear  freeze  protesting  with  civil  disobedience 
et  cetera,  then  you  are  just  part  of  the  "oppressors"  who  "we"  must  stop. 

Technocracy  is  in  a  very  delicate  position;  while  apparently  it  is  the  only  organization 
that  has  a  viable  solution  to  our  Continental  problem,  it  can  be  easily  misunderstood. 
The  editorial  in  the  Northwest  Technocrat,  Spring  Quarter  1982,  Prevent  ion  --  key  To  Our 
Surv  ival  by  Jack  fJergel  is  excellent  and  can  be  used  to  explain  Technocracy ' S  stand. 
Hopefully  there  will  be  some  additional  material  we  can  also  u: 

These  are  strictly  my  personal  thoughts  and  1  would  apprei      tearing  from  ev< 
person  who  receive  this  note. 

--John   \.  Taube,  IkOO   L.  Cotati  Ave..   .,  Rohnert  Park,  CA  9k 
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Hi 


I  .  Johnson 

1413  Raindance,  Ilk 

Vegas,  Nevada  89109 

L.  Johnson: 


John  A.  Taube   (707)  795-8442 

1400  I  jst  Cotati  Aw nue  Ilk 
Rohnert  Park,  California  94926 
June  11,  19 


Thank  you  for  writing  for  Technocracy  literature  in  response  to  the  "call-in" 
on  the  radio  program,  KDWM.   1  was  the  person  who  called,  and  the  many  requests 
delayed  a  sooner  reply. 

Technocracy,  through  its  research,  has  established  that  the  tremendous  use  of  non- 
human  (extraneous)  energy  has  created  problems  far  beyond  our  "Price  System"  to 
resolve*  Futhermore,  our  technological  age  has  invalidated  any  type  of  a  Price 
System,  be  it  --  (1)  free  enterprise,  (2)  controlled  enterprise,  (3)  state  enter - 
prJ   -  » 

• 

technocracy  has  no  theory  of  assumption  of  power,  it  is  not  on  a  "power  trip";  it 
neither  runs  nor  supports  candidates.   Technocracy  is  merely  pointing  out  that  the 
continued  use  of  our  current  economic  structure,  a  Price  System,  can  only  produce 
greater  and  greater  instability;  therefore,  an  entirely  new  one  must  be  introduced. 
Nou  will  find  that  the  enclosed  Technocracy  briefs  --  Road  to  Ruin  and  Reorganizing 
\  Continent  --  bear  on  this  point.  Please  read  them  carefully. 

Membership  in  Technocracy  is  open  to  all  citizens  of  the  North  American  Continent 
pt  politicians.  The  dues  are  75£  per  month  or  $9.00  per  year. 

Technocracy  has  a  set  of  pamphlets  that  sells  for  $4.00;  it  you  wish  them,  write  to 
Technocracy  Inc.,  3243  Balboa  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94121.  Technocracy  also  has 
field  magazines  that  cost  $10.00  a  year.   It  you  wish  to  subscribe,  write  to  The 
Northwest  Technocrat,  7513  Greenwood  Ave.,  N.,  Seattle  Wa  98103 

We  in  Technocracy  encourage  and  welcome  constructive  observations  and  I  am  in  cor- 
respondence with  many  interesting  people  through  the  call-in  radio  programs.  If  you 
will,  drop  me  a  short  note  with  your  comments  on  the  concepts  of  Technocracy, 

Sincerely, 


John  A.  Taube 


OVEfi 


Mr.  Jack  Mathieson,  President 

RIVER  BEND  BROADCASTING,   INC. 
2322  Suite  A.  Hwy.  95 
Bullhead  City,  Arizona  86430 

Dear  Jack: 


John  A.  Taube   (707)  795-84« 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  #4 
Rohnert  Park,  California  94928 
3unel4,  1982 


Again,  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  reviewing  the  Technocracy  literature  which  was 
given  to  you  for  an  anticipated  Technocracy  guest  appearance  on  your  station. 
Indeed,  we  would  welcome  the  opportunity  of  disseminating  the  information  to 
your  listening  audience  on  the  concepts  of  this  great  American  organization. 

It  was  my  impression  that  among  your  other  duties,  you  assist  in  the  engineer- 
ing functions  of  your  organization.  Because  of  your  gualifications,  I  have 
enclosed  a  talk  by  the  late  director-in-chief  of  Technocracy,  Howard  Scott. 
This  talk,  given  in  1933,  was  sponsored  by  the  Society  of  Arts  and  Sciences  and 
was  heard  around  the  world  by  shortwave  hook-up.  Scott,  being  an  engineer, 
speaks  in  a  language  that  is  appreciated  especially  by  scientists  and  tech- 
nicians. 

This  talk  puts  to  rest  the  possibility  of  "pigeon-holing"  Technocracy  in  the  group 
of  "isms."  Scott  states  that  the  liberal  -is  the  last  resort  of  the  stupid  and 
incompentent.   In  essence,  he  states  that,  while  Technocracy  has  no  guarrel  with 
the  spiritual  moralists,  the  solution  of  America 's  problems  is  the  purview  of 
the  scientists  and  technicians. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  during  the  McCarty  Era,  all  "isms"  were  investi- 
gated. Left  intact  and  not  challenged  was  Technocracy,  which  originated  in 
America,  by  Americans  to  solve  an  American  problem. 

Technocracy  always  welcomes  constructive  observations;  get  back  to  me  with 
your  comments  at  your  convenience.   This  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

John  A.  Taube 
cc:  Jesse  Veach,  KSFE;  Skip  Young,  KAVR;  Harvey  Allen,  KDWN;  Peggy  Sartor,  KCIM. 
Technocracy  Inc. 
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i  i  d 
ni  \  ADA  SOLAR  I  N  RCY  ASSOCIATION 
rive 
.,  California  B9121 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 


\.    raubt      (707)    795-fl 
1^00  I  tati    ' 

nert  Pari  .      ilifori     i 


I  w*is  .1  visitor   to  Boulder  Cit        »r  a   rew  da)  i  about  your  Dune  7(1. 

Jny  in  the  Moulder  Cit>   News  which  stated  thai    the  guest  Lsto 

Stojanof f  .   \s  j  member  of  TechnocraC)  Inc.,  an  educatlonaJ  i, 

1  take  the  Liberty  to  write  to  people  who  it  the  i<  pro- 

blems of  our  Continent. 

hnocracy  feels  that  to  concentrate  on  a  single  aspect  of  our  Coi l    i '  s  pro 
and  leave  intact  .ill  others  is  self-defeating*  Can  we  separate  Losing  arable  Land 
to  asphalting  and  urbanizing!  mass  transforation,     ;>  consumption,  the  declin- 
ing water  table,  etc.  and  concentrate  only  on  solar  energy?   We  in  rechn 
think  not . 

Viewing  the  coalescing  of  our  Continent  into  a  single  unit  for  the  purpose  of  sol- 
ving our  problems  --  conserving  resources,  arresting  pollution,  etc.  --  and  ,it  the 
same  time  establishing  the  welfare  of  the  population  as  the  top  priority,  may 
seem  strange,  however,  this  has  always  been  the  direction  of  Technocracy  aft< 
it  had  completed  its  original  basic  analysis  of  the  technological  age  in  which  we 

live. 

To  get  a  feeling  of  Technocracy's  approach,  think  of  this  --  in  Rohnert  Park,  wh< 
I  live,  according  to  the  city  manager,  approximately  500  of  its  15,000  people, 
about  80  miles  daily  to  work.   That  amounts  to  280,000  weekly  miles  of  irritating, 
polluting,  non-pleasure  driving  and  is  adding  tremendously  to  the  wastage  of 
resources.   Why  is  this  occurring?  Surely  yrou  will  agree  that  it's  lack  of  any 
organization;  but  with  proper  organization,  this  problem  vanishes. 

Fnclosed  for  yocr  perusal:  (1)  a  recent  letter  to  the  Horace  Harden  Albright 
Lectureship  entitled,  [cology  and  the  I  cosy  stem,  {?)    Technocracy's  article,  Reor- 
ganizing A  Continent,  (3)  Technocracy's  pamphlet,  The  L  cology   of  H.in. 

We  in  Technocracy  always  encoi  :  I  come  constructive  observations  from  con- 

cerned people  an  therefore  would  like  to  hear  from  your  officers  and  members.   Oo 
drop  a  note  at  your  convenience. 

•  Sincerely  , 


John   \.  Taube 


(jQ/BZ) 


Mr.    Kevin  Cloe,    Editor 
MOHAVE        VALEY       NEWS 


John  A.  Taube   (707)  795-8442 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  #4 
Rohnert  Park,  California  94928 
June  14,  1982 


Bullhead  City,  Arizona  86430 
Letter-to-the-Editor: 

You  recently  printed  an  article  on  Technocracy  Inc.,  of  which  I  am  a  member.   It 

was  excellent;  your  reporter,  Tony  Carroll,  did  a  super  job  in  interpreting  the 
concepts  of  this  great  American  organization. 

However,  Mr.  Cloe,  in  my  recent  visit  to  your  office  with  C.S.  Williams  you  stated 
that  our  letters-to-the-editor  tended  to  be  commercials  rather  than  opinions.   In- 
deed, Technocracy's  letters  do  attempt  to  stimulate  people  to  investigate  its  concepts, 
but  we  respectfully  request  that  they  should  not  be  interpreted  as  commercials  (Tech- 
nocracy is  non-profit)!   We  are  desperately  concerned  about  our  deteriorating  social 
structure  which  can  quite  conceivably  reach  an  intolerable  state  of  affairs. 

Technocracy  stands  alone  in  stating  that  nationally  our  economy  went  bankrupt  in 
the  1930s.  We  mean  by  that:  technology  produces  a  plethora  of  goods  with  such  a  nominal 
amount  of  employment  in  industry  that  "debt  creation"  —  both  public  and  private  —  is/was 
necessary  in  order  to  generate  purchasing  power.   This  must/did  constantly  increase  and 
will  reach  a  breaking  point  in  due  course  of  time.  Every  political  administration  from 
Roosevelt  increased  deficit  spending  at  a  greater  rate  than  its  predecessor.   Our  present 
political  administration  endeavors  to  reduce  spending,  but  more  technology  is  introduced 
and  the  problem  exacerbates  and  collapse  is  evident. 

No  solution  is  available  in  our  "Price  System";  it  has  within  it  the  seeds  of  its 
own  destruction.   The  solution?  Technocracy  proposes  its  Technological  Social  Design 
and  free  information  on  Technocracy  is  available  by  writing  to  the  above  address. 

Mr.  Cloe,  please  don't  consider  this  as  a  commercial;  it  is  merely  a  citizen 
deeply  concerned  about  a  very  serious  problem. 


Sincerely, 


3ohn  A.  Taube 
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Louis  Kron 

Cotati  Co-op 

Cotati,  California  94928 


john  A.  Taube   (707)  795-8442 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  #4 
Rohnert  Park,  California  94928 
June  15,  1982 


Hi,  Louis: 

Please  read  the  enclosed  very  carefully,  it's  the  editorial  from  Technocracy's 
magazine  the  Northwest  Technocrat,  titled;  Prevention  —  Key  to  Our  survival  by 
Jack  Bergel.  Note  these  lines  "Looking  in  another  direction,  it  is  little 
realized  that  there  is  another  social  problem  present  in  North  America  that  has 
no  political  or  moral  solution  and  that  could  become  equally  as  dangerous  as  a 
nuclear  holocaust.  That  problem  is  the  possibility  of  a  breakdown  of  our  tech- 
nology beyond  a  critical  point." 

We  in  Technnocracy  are  not  marching  in  nuclear  protest;  this  protest  is  against 
another  Price  System  maladjustment  in  our  technological  age.  Again  to  quote  the 

editorial,  "Why  then,  allow  your  life  and  civilization's  continued  viability  to 

be 
continue  to  neld  in  the  hands  of  charlatans  and  fools  --  the  operators  of  the 

"Price  System?"  Also  think  of  these  lines,  "It  is  true  that  science  and  tech- 
nology have  appeared  to  be  responsible  for  some  of  our  social  problems,  but  this 
is  because  they  have  been  used  for  exploitation  and  profit  rather  than  as  a  tool 
to  prevent  or  solve  problems.  Public  understanding  of  the  role  of  technology  as  a 
functional  device  to  make  life  better  and  easier  with  less  problems  is  woefully 
lacking." 

May  I  suggest  that  you  reprint  this  editorial  in  our  Co-op  Newsletter. 

Cheers, 

John  A.  Taube 


OVEK. 


V 


&■■■■** 


LETTERS  TO  THE  EDITOR 


Goring  the 
British  Ox 


Idttot  —  in  reoding  vour  June  1 
♦oWxxJ  "Goong  lf>#  Vrnih  Ol," 
on*  »«uU  horoty  gvett  lnof  rhe 
FaAtor>d<  Wancti  or*  ntSoixHd  Tney 
or*  and  hcrve  b*en  by  (He  some 
people  l<x  nvyy  oener  anont  Do  Ine 
reSotwfantt  h-v/ry  with  to  throw  oil 
»>•  "Rcrnth  colonial  yoke?" 

I  tuogett  »Ko<  iHe  Urwted  States 
can  ho*  dry  go  wrong  supporting  the 
ngfct  01  len'-eteteMinncmoo.  H  un-will- 
ngry    handed    ore*    to    Argentina, 

rKey   will   be   foced  with  two  oHtfTHJ- 

►rv»u  LU  under  o  lotm  Amtrkon 
OV.  tutor  or  removol  rrom  fn#*r  home- 
land 

TV*  nionderi  Ttoy  be  few  in 
number,  but  ttvey  love  rknr  hornet 
and  freedom  first  ot  much  at  I  do 
mine  and  you  do  yourt.  How  obout 
o  Irttie  convoVatior  for  tK««f  rightt ' 
JOHN  T.  RICHARDS 
PVxerville 


Editor  —  .  .  .You  writ*  that  the 
hrteory  of  me  Folkkond  lilonds  it  not 
porncvrlor+y  kind  to  tne  British  pou 
Hon  H  n  clear  tttot  Argentina  devel- 
oped rM  own  ttruon  of  tH«  Idands' 
ear+y  hntocy.  ft  it  not  true,  for 
nompit,  at  your  editorial  stated, 
fHot  me  1825  Treaty  of  Friendship 
recogmied  Argentina's  sovereignty 
over  the  FoiVlandfc.  The  Treaty  of 
Amrty,  Commerce  ond  Navigation 
t*gr*d  art  Bvenot  Aires  on  Febrvory 
2,  1825  contoint  no  reference  to  IK* 
FoJVlond  Mandt.  Britain  hot  never 
hod  any  doubts  obout  rtt  rightt  to 
sovereignty  and  tiere  can  be  no 
doubt  mot  it  hco  a  prescriptive  mSe 
bated  on  neody  1 30  years  of  peoce- 
fvf  government  of  the  itlondt. 

THe  moin  theme  of  tHe  editorial  it 
that  Bntom  chonged  itt  negotiating 
stance  on  th«  question  of  sovereignty 
in  1969  and  thot  this  teemed  to 
coetode  wrth  the  firtt  announced 
ditco-venes  of  "vcrsf  o«l  depotiti"  in 
the  Southwestern  AHontic.  To  what 
^-■%c^r^<ef."»*nt,  to  wftc!  vest  o<!  *ie 
povtt  do  you  refer?  An  KO«m< 
ttudy  commrtt»oned  in  1976  by  the 
oVrtnh  government  tuggetted  the 
potuMrty  of  offshore  got  and  oil 
production.  However,  tubtequent 
teitmic  lurveyt  commissioned  in 
1979  (not  1969)  suggested  that  the 
oreot  of  the  FofVbnd  Itlondt  and 
wrthei  the   100  foreoms  line  around 


men  ore  unJ.Very  to  yield  oil.  Ol  it 
not  the  itioe  ot  for  at  Britain  rt 
concerned  and  never  hoi  been 
There  never  won  a  "lorge  tcole 
Shocfcleton  cxI  project  off  the  folk 
landt." 

oVitam  Kot  encouraged  the  dev» 
lopment  of  knkt  between  the  itlondt 
and  Aroerrhno,  in  the  beilef  thai  the 
kJorvdert'  long  term  Interett  could 
bett  be  ottured  with  the  worki  of 
goodwill  and  cooperation  between 
mem.  But  rt  Kot  orwaryt  inuited  in 
derKrtet  in  the  United  Nahont  tince 
the  ooginoi  1960  U.N.  retokmon 
No.  1514,  ond  in  ditcuitiont  with 
Argenhno,  thot  any  tronifer  of  tov- 
ereignty  would  hove  to  be  accepta- 
ble to  the  ttlonderv  Thii  hot  n9v»r 
been  »Se  cote.  Argenhno,  therefore, 
would  hove  hod  no  rectton  to  believe 
that  -t  were  wiH'rnj  to  tronifer 
tovere«gnty  m  1968  ond  that  we 
tobvequentty  changed  our  mindi 
Brrtoin  hoi  not  tent  rtt  toik  force 
8000  milet  becoute  of  oil  or  tome 
colonial  hongover,  but  to  aiiert  the 
right  of  the  itlandert  ogaintt  coloni- 
iomon  by  force  by  the  Argentinian 
dktutorthip  and  to  uphold  the  rule 
of  international  lav/. 

Ai  lor  the  incident  on  South 
Georgia  which  the  Argentinian  gov- 
ernment uved  ot  o  pretext  for  itt 
invation  of  the  Falkland  Itlondt,  the 
Britnh  government  made  clear 
throughout  that  they  were  prepared 
to  regularize  the  poinSon  of  the 
group  thot  landed  without  permit- 
won  On  March  28  the  Argentine 
foreign  minuter  tent  a  meiioge  to 
the  Brrhih  foreign  vecretory  refuling 
outright  to  do  to.  On  March  31  the 
Brrtith  foreign  tecretory  propoied  to 
the  Argentina  foreign  rmnitter  that 
he  thould  diipotch  o  tpeciol  emu 
tory  to  Buenot  Airet,  only  to  receive 
the  curt  antwer  that  the  diplomatic 
channel  wot  cloted.  Detprte  tubte 
ovent  oppealt  by  the  tecretory  gen 
eral  of  the  United  Nationi  and  the 
pretident  of  the  United  Stotet,  Ar- 
genhno went  ahead  on  April  2  with 
rtt  unprovoked  oggretiion. 

I.A.C.  KINNEAR 

HM  Contol-Generol 

Brrhih  Co»-.tuiat«  General 

Soe  Francitco 


Editor  —  You  ore  to  be  congratu- 
lated on  placing  in  proper  perspec- 
tive, by  your  hittoricol  occount  of  the 
Malvinat-Falklondt,  the  baiic 
reoioni  favoring  United  Stotet  neu- 
trality in  *b it  tragic  blunder  veriut 


our  Waihinaton  choien  "role  of  I 
military  parhclpont  m  Englond'l  be 
holf."  .  .  . 

SHANE  L  BUTIEB 
Son  Fronciico 


Editor  —  Are  you  luggeihng  that 
we  thould  tupport  yet  onother  ty 
ronnical  latin  Amerkon  regime?  If 
the  wor  in  the  Falklondi  retuftt  in  the 
fall  of  the  (unto,  the  Britiih  may  be 
coniidered  the  liberatort  of  the  Ar 
genhnioni  at  well  at  the  kelpert. 

EUZABETH  CAMERON 
Son  Francitco 


Editor  —  Your  editorial  clarified 
the  ittue  beyond  any  doubt  Why 
hodn't  the  odminljtrotion  made  a 
tludy  of  tlie  iiiuot:rr  befce  M 
jumped  on  the  Britiih  bondwogon? 
S.  T.  TUNG 
Berkeley 


Editor  —  .  .  Have  it  your  own 
way,  gentlemen,  but  remember  that 
the  decline  of  Americon  influence  u 
due  to  thii  heitilallon.  to  thit  lock  of 
moral  conviction,  to  thu  withy-wothi- 
neti  in  dealing  wrth  the  world. 

All  of  which  goet  to  prove,  once 
more,  that  when  it  cornel  lo  itonding 
up  to  bullies,  to  the  unpopular  bull 
headednetl  from  whence  tpring  in- 
dividual rightt  ond  liberty,  Great 
Britain  it  alweryt  alone. 

AIDO  ZAMORA 
Son  Fronciico 


Editor  —  Having  reod,  for  the 
loit  teveral  weeki,  newt  that  hai 
been  contiitently  biaied  toward  the 
Brrrith  point  of  view  regarding  the 
South  Arlanhc  wor,  if  wot  refreihin 
to  i«e  your  editorial. 

HORATIO  CASET 
Orind 


Editor  —  There  ii  no  price  EngJ 
lond'i  dettiny  might  demond  of  hen 
which  the  ho*  no*  r»oi<-l  >r,  |fa  .->o-.* 
and  will  not  pay  in  the  future  in 
behalf  of  free  initiations.  She 
ihowed  her  will  to  fight  off  ogcjresj 
won  olone  agointt  Hitler  in  1 940  anc 
we  should  not  expect  her  to  ihy 
away  from  Argentinian  oggreisiorj 
in  1982.  The  freedom-loving  United 
Stotet  should  support  her. 

JOSEPH  J.  O'DONOHUE 

Son  Fronciscc 
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The  Lessons  of 
Nuclear  Proliferation 

Ht  Jim   Harritng  and  Leonard  Hon 
and  Ll*%c+tlyn  C.    W*rn*r 

Wed  .  Km  9.  1 982         iei  -JWIk.  CV«uU 

A  rumor  circulating  in  the  Canadian  peace 
movement  has  it  that  Argentina  planned  to  use 
the  Falkland  Islands  as  an  atomic  test  site, 
evacuating  the  people  and  creating  a  tub  of 
irradiated  mutton  stew.  This  sounds  implausible. 
Argentina  could  test  a  bomb  in  its  uninhabited  mountains. 


Analysis  and  Opinion 

prmdenl  then  ind  \»bo  had  mad*  noo 
proliferation  a  personal  crusade. 

Now  that  Ronald  Rtagao  la  prm- 
dtM,  the  presaure  l»  off  iFor  rumple, 
the  Reagan  admlnlalratton  hai  adopted  a 
leaa-guardr-d  policy  about  nuclear  ei 
porta  lo  South  Africa,  uhich  is  energeti- 
cally pursuing  i  bomb  program.'  Aa 
interagency  group  in  the  admlnixrattoo 
hat  recommended  that  U  S  restrictions 
on  nuclear  exports  be  gutted,  but 
bureaucratic  squabbling  has  prevented 
any  explicit  statement 

What   Icnons  <an   »»  learn'   Firv. 

that  nobody  is  watching  »hile  commrr 

rial  competition  imong  nuclear  expnn 

iwi  up  to  a  doten  nations  to  build 
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Wed,  June  2,  1982 

EDITORIALS 

Goring  the 
British  Ox 


AS  THE  WAR  in  the  South  Atlantic 
accelerates,  the  United  States  is  slipping 
further  and  further  away  from  its  South 
American  allies  and  ever  more  into  the  role  of 
a  military  participant  in  England's  behalf. 

This  situation  is  very  unfortunate  for  the 
United  States  —  and  perhaps  very  unfair  to 
Argentina.  The  U.S.  must,  at  some  point,  stand 
back  and  take  a  close,  hard  look  at  the  "other 
side"  of  this  issue.  For  the  Falklands  incident  is 
not  the  clear,  one-sided  affair  that  many  in  this 
country  assume.  Rather,  it  is,  once  again, 
simply  a  case  of  whose  ox  is  being  gored. 

The  history  of  the  Falklands-Malvinas  is  not 
particularly  kind  to  the  British  position.  The 
islands  were  discovered  in  1505  by  Vespucci, 
for  Spain,  which  turned  them  over  to  the 
Viceroy  of  the  Argentine  Provinces  in  1776.  In 
1825.  a  "Treaty  of  Friendship"  between  the 
Argentine  Provinces  and  England  formalized 
the  latter's  recognition  of  the  Falklands  as  part 
of  the  Argentine  territory. 

In  1833.  however,  Britain  decided  it  needed 
a  stop-over  on  its  route  to  Australia.  One 
Captain  John  Onslaw,  Commander  of  the 
British  Corvette  Clio,  forced  all  Argentine 
vessels  to  withdraw  from  the  Islands  and  the 
following  year  the  first  English  Governor 
arrived  in  the  Falklands.  (Since  then,  every 
Argentine  government  has,  without  exception, 
decried  England's  forcible  seizure  of  the 
Islands  and  demanded  their  return.) 


ON  THEJJASIS  OF  common  logic,  Eng- 
land can  be  smrJ  to  have  absolutely  no  business 
on  these  Islapds.  They  sit  on  the  Argentine 
coniinentaffhelf.  420  miles  from  the  mainland. 
England,  on  the  other  hand,  is  7000  miles  away. 

The  Faiklands  are,  simply,  a  final  example 
of  English  colonialism.  And  it  is  not  just  a  little 
ironic  to  many  that  the  United  States  should' 
find  itself  in  opposition  to  a  country  which  is 
trying  to  throw  off  a  British  colonial  yoke. 

in  the  early  1960s  the  United  Nations 
passed  a  resolution  calling  for  an  end  to 
"colonialism"  throughout  the  world.  In  1965, 
the  I.  N.'s  General  Assembly  declared  further 
that  decolonization  of  the  Falklands  was  one  of 
the  first  cases  which  could  be  dealt  with. 


Argentina  anci  Britain  : were  enjoined,  to 
negotiate  without  delay  to  find  a  peaceful 
solution  to  the  problem.  The  talks  continued 
for  three  years.  Britain  appeared  to  accept  the 
Argentine  standard,  and,  in  1968,  let  it  be 
known  that  it  would  transfer  the  Islands  to 
Argentina. 

Then,  suddenly,  in  1969,  contrary  to  what  it 
had  openly  accepted  in  the  prior  year,  Britain 
said  it  would  no  longer  admit  any  questioning 
by  Argentina  of  English  sovereignty  over  the 
Malvinas.  The  timing  of  this  new  and  unexpect- 
ed British  position,  which  hardened  during  the 
70s,  seems  to  coinicide  with  the  first  an- 
nounced discoveries  of  vast  oil  deposits  In  the 
southwestern  Atlantic. 


IN  1969  BRITAIN  invited  its  oil  companies 
to  seek  licenses  to  prospect  the  seabed  around 
the  Falklands.  In  the  1970s  geologists  carried 
out  a  number  of  oil  exploration  projects. 

After  the  first  research  reports  were  issued 
in  1975  finally  confirming  the  existence  of  oil, 
Britain  organized  the  large-scale  Shackleton  oil 
project  off  the  Falklands.  This  led  to  very 
harsh  criticism  of  England  by  the  Organization 
of  American  States,  whose  Inter-American 
Juridical  Committee  ruled  that  Argentina  held 
the  rights  of  sovereignty  over  the  Malvinas, 
and  that  the  presence  of  Britain's  Shackleton 
warships  along  the  South  American  coast 
constituted  "hostile  intimidation". 

Against  this  historical  backgound,  the 
events  of  early  1982  take  on  a  different  cast. 

A  private  Argentine  firm  signed  a  contract 
in  London,  with  an  English  company,  for  the 
dismantling  of  an  old  whaling  factory  on  South 
Georgia  Island.  In  an  inappropriate,  but  not 
very  ominous,  burst  of  enthusiasm,  one  of  this 
group  of  workers  raised  a  thoroughly  unoffi- 
cial Argentine  flag  over  the  whaling  station. 

For  England,  a  relatively  low-key  adminis- 
trative response  should  have  been  sufficient. 
Instead,  however,  the  English  chose  to  dispatch 
HMS  Endurance  to  evict  this  group  of  private- 
ly-contracted workers  from  the  Islands. 


THE  ARGENTINE  NAVY  responded  by 
sending  a  supply  ship  to  South  Georgia,  and 
London,  in  turn,  let  loose  a  nuclear  submarine 
and  two  other  warshipsj 

On  April  2,  Argentina  reacted  to  the 
approaching  warships  by  occupying  the  Falk- 
lands. The  rest  is  history.  A  most  unfortunate 
history.  And  one  which  causes  much  wonder  as 
to  whether  the  United  States  has  been  correct 
to  take  such  a  hostile  position  against  one  of  its 
most  important  American  allies. 


It  has  been  correctly  stated  that  the  first  casualty  in  war 
is  the  truth.   These     articles  express  facts  (or  non- 
facts)  by  vested  interests  and  slant  in  one  direction 
which  may  lead  to  an  incorrect  observation.   Certainly  this 
war  has  pitted  two  powers  into  conflict  whose  price  systems 
are  very  unstable  and  both  are  "grasping  for  straws."  As  a 
member  of  Technocracy,,  I  refuse  to  become  involved  in  a  dia- 
logue with  anyone  on  this  price  system  confrontation. 

These  are  solely  my  thoughts  and  these  few  comments  have  not 


New  Solidarity 
April  5,  1982 

Argentina  Takes 
Nuclear  Wastes 

March  31  (NSIPS)— Argentina  will 
open  the  world's  first  commercial 
nuclear  waste  depository,  where  other 
countries  can  send  their  nuclear 
waste,  the  head  of  the  country's 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Vice  Ad- 
miral Carlos  Castro  Madero,  an- 
nounced last  week.  He  explained  the 
waste  materials  would  be  scientifi- 
cally stored  under  international  safe- 
guards in  a  depository  in  the  unpo- 
pulated Patagonia  province  of  Chubut. 

Castro  Madero  said  that  Argentina 
was  able  to  help  out  other  nuclear 
countries  with  their  waste  problem, 
"because  we  have  no  environmentalist 
(movement)  problem."  He  noted  that 
his  country's  offer  will  no  doubt  add 
to  the  media  distortions  that  "Argen- 
tina is  building  a  bomb." 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
head  recently  refuted  the  media  alle- 
gation that  his  country  and  Brazil 
were  racing  to  develop  the  bomb  in 
the  Feb.  28  issue  of  the  Brazilian 
newspaper  O  GLobo.  He  noted  both 
countries  "have  the  technical  capabil- 
ity" to  manufacture  the  bomb,  how- 
ever we  "do  not  contemplate  manu- 
facturing it  because  that  would  be  a 
waste  of  investment  and  human  re- 
sources." 


May  17,  1982       NEW  SOLIDARITY 


Thatcher 

Owns  Falkland  Co. 

May  9  (NSIPS)— British  Prime  Min- 
ister Margaret  Thatcher's  husband, 
Dennis  Thatcher,  is  the  major  stock- 
holder of  the  Falkland  Island  Com- 
pany according  to  the  Argentine 
weekly  newspaper  Conviction. 

The  Falkland  Island  Company  owns 
64  percent  of  land  on  the  islands  and 
emloys  almost  the  entire  population. 
As  Argentine  Foreign  Minister  Nica- 
nor  Costa  Mendez  stated  on  CBS-TV's 
Face  the  Nation"  today,  the  rest  of 
Falklands  real  estate  is  owned  by 
British  absentee  landlords  close  to 
Queen  Elizabeth.  Falkland  Islanders 
would  be  more  likely  to  own  their 
own  land  under  Argentine  rule. 

The  British  Prime  Minister's  per- 
sonal interest  in  the  island  company 
was  also  reported  by  the  Argentine 
newspaper  Clarin  last  week.  British 
authorities  have  refused  to  make 
public  who  owns  the  company. 
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John     A.    raube     (707)   795 

l^oo  I  ast   Cotal  I    Avenue  ilk 
Rohnerl   Park,  Call  rornia  9W8 
Hay  21,    I 

Hi ,   Roger i 

Your  letter  of  May  12th  received,  and  the  matter  of  the  magazines  i  ••  resolved* 

Kit-  article  "Good  News:  Americans  Let  Credit  Deht  Mount"  which  you  sent  explained 
how  jubilantly  the  business  world  views  the  growth  of  debt.   And  they  are  correct!   On 
debt  production  stops,  the  Price  System  stops!   However  they  are  blind  to  the  realities  of 
a  physical  world  and  with  their  blinders  on,  they  can  see  only  from  day  to  day,  or  better 
Still,  from  hour  to  hour;  they  live  in  a  false  world.   This  matter  1  covered  in  my  Last  talk 
which  1  shall  again  give  in  Long  Beach,  May  23rd. 

When  did  the  Great  Depression  end?  Of  course,  we  who  study  physical,  as  opposed  to 
abstract  economics,  know  that  the  basic  physical  factor  --  the  change  in  the  time  rate  of 
doing  work  --  is  still  accelerating;  therefore  since  that  which  caused  the  Great  Depression 
is  still  functioning,   the  Great  Depression  never  ended.   Note  this  statement  by  James 
Tobin,  Nobel  prize  winner,  S.F.  Chronicle,  May  13,  1982:  "President  Reagan  regularly 
blames  4-0  years  of  economic  mismanagement  for  the  present  economic  difficulties.   It's  far 
from  being  kO   years  of  mismanagement.   It's  a  success  story."  Can  such  stupidity  be  ex- 
cused? Indeed,  blinders,  seeing  only  hour  to  hour! 

There  has  been  a  tremendous  reduction  in  the  privilege  of  consuming  the  produces  of 
industrial  production  by  a  large  segment  of  the  population  by  the  method  of  man-hour  of  em- 
ployment.  This  is  the  result  of  the  installation  of  technology.  A  Price  System  cannot 
adjust  to  this  situation  by  its  long  established  parameters  and  has  elected  to  resort  to 
debt  creation  and  other  means  to  compensate  for  this  unfavorable  predicament.   In  so  doing, 
it  is  generating  its  ultimate  collapse.  Witness  the  amount  of  big  businesses  going  through 
bankruptcy,  a  greater  amount  than  all  previous  times  excepting  the  1930s.  Witness  the 
social  unrest  that  will  shortly  occur.  Physical  factors!   Indeed^we  are  a  terminal  socity 
if  we  don't  install  a  social  structure  amiable  to  our  technological  age. 

Your  letter  mentioned  the  nuclear  arms  race.  One  quote  from  the  Technocrat,  April 
1946:  "...Peace  will  never  be  achieved  by  evangelism  and  moral  crusading."  When  I  recently 
reread  this  line  along  with  the  entire  article,  sent  to  me  by  Jim  Davidson  of  Winnipeg,  I 
was  again  impressed  by  Technocracy's  foresight.  Viewing  the  film  The  Last  Epidemic  and 
reading  of  the  multitude  of  participants  in  the  current  nuclear  freeze,  I  see  nothing  but 
evangelism  and  moral  crusading;  nothing  but  futility.   Reo  McCaslin  recently  gave  a  talk 
and  a  mere  handful  of  people  attended;  the  following  day  500,000  people  were  part  of  the 
welcoming  mob  that  welcomed  the  49ers  football  team  home.   Feed  them  bread  and  circuses! 

I  await  with  great  anticipation  your  book.   If  it  is  free  from  spiritual  moralizing, 
if  it  is  free  of  inaccurately  placing  responsibility  on  the  Trilateral  or  others,  if  it  is 
free  of  equating  physical  events  to  forces  other  than  mass  and  energy;  also  if  it  il- 
lustrates how  the  mob  has, euphemistically  speaking,  had  the  ecstasy  of  an  organism  with 
their  circuses  —  then  it's  what  Technocracy  has  needed  for  sometime. 
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Mr.  John  Spit ler,  Director 

Technocracy  Inc. 
Savannah,  Ohio  %4874 


jot,"  A.  raube   (707)  795-84*2 

i^oo  I  as1   (  otat  I    -.-  nuc  //<+ 
Rohnert  Park,  I  a] Lfornla 

20,  lvs.1 


I  t  iiuis  John: 

'•  12237-1  membership  meeting,  Nay  2nd,  .i  board  member  stated  tint  in  her  board 
icity,  she  was  writing  to  CH(j  in  reference  to  Technocracy  printing  a  brief  on 
nuclear  question.   The  following  are  my  comments  on  this  matter. 

Perhaps  the  greatest  hype  and  stupidity  know  to  mankind  is  toddy's  "mob  march  to 
serfdom",  <jnd  it:;  current  marching  theme  is  the  nuclear  freeze*   The  mob  is  trained  to 
take  "nuclear"  a:>  a  design  of  satan  and  that  another  "Holy  Crusade"  is  i      ir>  in  order 
to  rid  ourselves  of  this  newest  satan  formed  infidel.  This  is  incorporated  in  furthering  I 
mob's  derangement  in  that  the  reduction  in  technology  is  necessary.   The  mob  is  in  a  frenzy, 
small  is  beautiful,  and  some  poison  --  a  brain  altering  drug  --  is  acceptable1   Hurray 
for  Timothy  Leary  and  John  Lennon. 

The  mob  cries  for  a  treaty !   Hitler  had  a  non-aggression  treaty  with  Poland;  seven- 
teen nations  signed  the  Kellogg-Briand  multilateral  treaty  in  192S  which  outldwed  wars; 
United  states,  at  its  inception,  had  a  mutual  assistance  treaty  with  I  ranee.   Ml  broken! 
So  much  for  a  treaty ! 

Quotes  from  Technocracy  literature:  (1)  From  the  Technocrat,  April  V)kC>,    the  article 
The  Price  System  Breeds  War,  --  "...The  normal  course  of  events  in  a  Price  System  is  not 
peace  but  war,  and  we  shall  not  be  able  to  'talk'  our  way  out  of  it.   Peace  will  never 
be  achieved  by  evangelism  and  moral  crusading."   (2)   The  back  page  of  the  Technocrat, 
1930  --  "...  In  the  passing  of  the  old  and  the  instituting  of  the  new,  human  conflict  will 
become  the  bitterest  in  history.   Science  is  hated  and  feared  by  ecclesiastical  institu- 
tionalism,  by  corporate  enterprise  and  political  parties.   The  (Car    and  hatred  that  will 
be  directed  by  these  against  science  and  its  technological  application  will  be  far  greater 
than  those  the  Inquisition  hurled  against  all  the  accumulated  heresies." 

As  to  nulcear,  the  genie  is  out  of  the  bottle,  never  to  be  unin vented;  the  wheel  can 
never  be  uninvented  and  we  are  compelled  to  live  with  both.  America  --  the  North  American 
Continent  --  has  only  one  way  to  go  --  Continentalism!   According  to  the  Center  of  De- 
fense Information,  only  10%  of  our  defense  (war)  budget  is  for  defense  of  continental  U.S. 
Another  10%,  perhaps,  of  it  could  be  used  for  R  &   D  in  order  to  perfect  a  laser  beam 
capable  of  destroying  any  nuclear  device.   The  charged  particle,  which  has  the  velocity  of 
the  speed  of  light,  is  now  in  the  laboratory  stage,  and  will  be  more  effective  than 
the  laser. 

I  can  live  with  Technocracy's  stand  on  nuclear  though  I  am  not  in  accord;  I  could  not 
live  with  a  Technocracy  stand  that  would  be  part  of  the  grand  "mob  march  to  scrfdon." 
If  this  were  to  occur,  my  resignation  would  be  forth  coming. 


Sinceri 


Juhn   A.  Taube 


.  t> 


cc :  Various  Sections  and  members 
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Mr.  Robert  C.  Maynard,  Editor 

TRIBUNE/TODAY 

401  13th  Street 

Oakland,  California  94612 


'7/f'S    /eticr  was 
hot  pu,b/ishc^. 


John  A.  Taube   (707)  795-8442 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  #4 
Rohnert  Park,  California  94928 
May  3,  1982 


LETTER  TO  THE   EDITOR: 

Dear  Mr.  Haynard: 

Your  article  "Technocrats  could  bring  world  to  end,"  April  18th,  was  more  than 

merely  good;  it  is  so  relevant  to  "doomsday  and  national  frustration"  and  so  timely 
that  it  earns  the  mark  of  excellence.  As  a  member  of  Technocracy  Inc.,  an  educa- 
tional research  organization,  I  offer  the  following  comments. 

I  wonder  about  your  use  of  the  term  "technocrat."  I  gather  you  are  speaking  of 
individuals  who  have  a  total  disregard  for  the  welfare  of  humanity,  are  keen  manipu- 
lators of  science,  are  knowledgeable  of  applies  advanced  technology,  and,  as  you 
stated,  "The  technocrats  seem  incapable  of  arriving  at  that  simple  human  judgement." 
(Referring  to  cancelling  doomsday.) 

However,  in  regards  to  "Technocrats"  (note  the  upper  case  "T"),  members  of  Tech- 
nocracy Ihc,  that's  another  story  entirely,  and  deserves  your  attention.   In  the  1930s 
the  Encyclopedia  Americana  commented  on  Technocracy  Inc.:  "it... is  the  only  program 
of  social  and  economic  reconstruction  which  is  in  complete  intellectual  and  technical 
accord  with  the  age  in  which  we  live." 

As  in  the  1930s,  as  it  has  always  stood  for,  "Technocrats,"  members  of  Technocracy 
stand  ready  to  assist  in  the  supplementation  of  today's  archaic  social  structure,  a 
monetary,  merchandising  "Price  System",  with  a  social  design  compatible  with  our  tech- 
nological age;  therefore  Technocracy  proposes  its  Technological  Social  Design.   Its  im- 
plementation will  inaugurate  social  and  economic  reconstruction  to  place  our  entire 
Continent  "incomplete  intellectual  and  technical  accord  with  our  technological  age." 
This  not  only  cancels  out  "doomsday  and  national  frustration,"  but  poverty  and  unemploy- 
ment vanish  with  our  entire  obsolete  Price  System.  Anyone  who  doubts  America's  ability  to 
do  this,  underestimates  the  ability  of  this  great  Continent,  the  American  people. 

A  letter  is  too  limited  to  expand  on  these  points;  Technocracy  literature  is 
available  to  anyone  writing  to  the  above  address. 


Sincerely, 


Oohn  A.  Taube 


0?£& 


Dohn  \.  raube  (707)  79 

U00  I  ■     tatJ  Wenue  W* 
Rohnert  Park,  I  aJ I rornJ 
Hi,  Bill:  \priJ  L9,  1 

v,  i  said  to  you  In  our  phone  convei  n  the  other  day,  then  ir<  few  ,  lints  In  your 
talk  on  which  we  are  not  Li  d  and  you  thought  it  would  be  beneficial  11  I  would  drop  you  a 
note  and  perhaps  we  could  discuss  them. 

I  itst  Let  me  sa>  that  your  presentation  .it  our  Last  membership  meeting  wai     Llent.  I 
when  von  quoted  a  source  which  merely  talked  about  money  and  finances*  You  correctly  s1 
Hut  these  people  were  totally  blind  to  our  problem.  Our  problem  revolves  around  the  measureme 
and  adequate  and  proper  utilization  of  man  (women),  technology,  resources,  etc.  --  the  resl 
merely  obst  icles.  Your  presentation  was  super. 

The  following  io  related  to  your  talk  of  February  ^ J s t .  You  speak  of  the  "immutable  Laws 
nature."  Indeed,  the  physical  laws  of  nature  are  immutable  but  they  deaJ  strictly  with  matter 
(m.iss)  and  energy.  Once  you  leave  this  area  you  ^n^   Lnto  spiritualistic  moral  ism  and  you 

justified  in  speaking  about  the  "sovereign  and  unalienable  rights."   these  rights,  whatever  the 

art  ,  are  the  preview  of  politicians  and  demagogues  who  expound  on  them  with  unending  rhetoric* 

Our  studs  course  makes  no  mention  to  them  whatsoever  as  they  are  in  the  field  of  philosophy  and 
sociology  and  out  of    the  field  of  science  and  Technocracy.   You  speak  of  freedom  and  equal! 
and  1  pose  this  question:  did,  or  better  still,  could  the  War  of  1776  make  men  free?   If  soc L< 
was  a  one-man,  one-plow,  one-mule  society  with  hand-tool,  back-break inq  human  toil,  who  is  fi 
Did  the  Har  of  1776  reduce  the  man-hours  of  human  toil?  Is  it  possible  (or  even  desirable)  for 

(Vice  Ssstem  to  establish  "equality"  in  consuming  privilege?  Biological  equality  isn't  < 
worth  mentioning.  You  spoke  of  the  "sacred  compact"  in  which  men  pledged  their  lives,  fortunes 
"sacred  honor."   To  call  one-man,  one-plow,  one-mule  a  fortune  is  stretching  the  point  and  what 
the  world  is  a  sacred  compact  and  a  sacred  honor?  Would  chiseling-t h\ -neighbor ,  as  sociably  ac- 
cepted in  1776  as  today,  have  any  rel.it  ion  to  them?   Indeed,  lives  were  lost  in  the  mere  exchan 
of  one  pressure  group  for  another  which  appears  to  be  the  net  reason  and  result  of  the  War  of  1 

If,  as  \ou  stated,  the  "lower  classes"  looked  at  "the  revolution  as  the  vehicle  to  attain  freedor 

i 

who  needs  technolos, 

Nour  talk  delved  in  depth  on  "bad  guys"  and  your  expression  on  page  five  described  them  a- 
possessed  with  "blind  arrogance,  selfishness  and  greed."  You  find  these  people  socially  unacci 
able  and  their  elimination  is  were  Technocrac> ' s  efforts  should  be  concentrated.  (Jut  are  not  U 
actions  social  accepted  today?  Was  Scott  correct  when  he  said  that  the  liberal  is  the  last  resc 
of  the  stupid  and  incompetent.  As  I  recall,  blind  arrogance,  selfishness  and  greed  are/were  pai 
of  the  culture  before^  during  and  after  the  War  of  1776.  Will  you  not  agree  that  as  long  as  we  \ 
a  Price  System,  they  will  be  part  of  the  culture?  In  the  design  of  Technocracy  they  will  merel> 
not  serve  an>  useful  purpose  and  therefore  will  simplv  eliminate  them  ...  I  think  a  Technoci 
talk  must  establish  this  point. 

Bill,  you  area  valuable  man  inour  organization  and  no  one  can  match  \our  keen  ability  to  do 
ireh.   Maybe  Reo  and  some  other  Board  Members  could  discuss  this  letter  with  us. 
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STUDENT  FINANCIAL  LOANS 


Mr.  3eff  Kaiser,  Presldenl 

oc i.i t  cd  Student  •>  ol 
San  Francisco  State  University 
1600  Hoi  low. i>  Avenue 
SAn  Francisco,  California  9*123 


John  a.  raube  (707)  795-8442 

\ki)0   i  as1  (  otal  i  Avenue  ilk 
Rohnerl  Park,  I  w  Lfornla  M 

April  24,  IV- 


Dear  Mr.  Kaiser: 

I  was  fortunate  to  have  heard  the  Owen  Spann  program  on  KCO,  Tuesday  morning,  April 
20th  which  was  the  subject  of  Student  Financial  Aid  and  featured  you  as  the  quest.  As  a 
member  of  Technocracy  Inc.,  an  educational  research  organization,  I  feel  that  this  isatl 
has  tremendous  Continental  implications,  and  1  am  taking  the  liberty  of  corresponding  with 
you. 

Indeed,  education  throughout  the  North  American  Continent  has  made  a  turn  for  the 
worse  which  will  become  manifest  in  deleterious  anti-social  degeneration.  Consider  this  -- 
since  there  is  no  shortage  of  competent  instructors  or  buildings,  supplies  or  equipment 
for  a  good  education  at  .ill  levels,  where' s  the  problem?  These  arc  the  physical  requirem 
of  what  is  incorrectly  called  our  "educational  problem."   Indeed,  physically  no  problem  ex- 
ists!  However,  the  problem  that  does  exist  is  the  result  of  the  restrictions  that  we  permit 
"money"  to  impose  on  ourselves.  Clearly  our  relatively  recent  change  from  the  agrarian  age 
to  a  technological  age  has  brought  many  problems  --  education   as  one  --  that  are  far  be- 
yond the  capability  of  our  money  system  --  a  Price  System  --  to  resolve.  One  would  imagine 
that  with  our  technology 's  capacity  to  produce  a  plethora  of  goods,  all  of  society's  pro- 
blems would  tend  towards  zero.  However,  such  is  not  the  case;  instead  they  have  increased 
exponentially  and  our  welfare,  warfare  state  is  a  sign  of  a  decadent  society!   The  current 
situation  in  our  universities  is  merely  another  symptom  of  this;  and  if  we  do  not  make  some 
fundamental  changes  in  our  social  structure  we  quite  conceivably  could  become  a  terminal 
society.   Indeed,  we  show  many  signs  of  approaching  a  collapse! 

Our  economic  structure,  a  "Price  System",  was  designed  to  handle  problems  implicit 
in  the  agrarian  age,  but  we  are  applying  it  to  situations  far  beyond  its  capacity  to  re- 
solve.  Technocracy  proposes,  as  its  replacement,  its  Technological  Social  Design,  which  is 
a  social  structure  in  accord  with  the  complexities  of  our  technological  age.  Among  other 
considerations  is  the  removal  of  "money"  which  restricts  necessary  and  desired  social  func- 
tions and  is  replaced  by  energy-cost-accounting.  Lducation  is  treated  as  an  important  social 
obligation,  and  the  necessity  for  students  having  to  earn  "money"  with  a  "job"  would  be 
merely  viewed  as  an  anachronism  of  a  dead  age. 

I  have  enclosed  for  your  perusal:  Technocracy  brief  028   why  Technocrac) ;  and  the 
Technocracy  article  Reorganizing  A  Continent.   Technocracy  has  certainly  developed  a  pro- 
gram that  is  compatible  with  the  day  and  age  in  which  we  live;  it  deserves  a  study  of  its 
concepts  by  all  concerned,  which  certainly  includes  your  student  body.  Would  you  consider  a 

Technocracy  presentation  so  you  and  your  fellow  students  could  explore  Technocracy's  con- 
cepts.  If  so,  drop  me  a  note  so  that  the  necessary  arrangements  could  be  made.  Further- 
more, we  in  Technocracy  always  welcome  constructive  observations  and  I  would  appreciate 
your  comments. 

Sincerely, 


John  A.  Taube 
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Spirit  of  the  Dance  Opens 
Stanford  Anti-Nuclear  Talks 


/*>    AwiM     Ittltl.r 

Thr     and  nuclear    confrr 

rnre   at   Stanford    I  nlversit) 

iniiMil    out    ill    the    run  of  (hi' 
mill  shortly  alter  noon  \ ester 

day,  "inn   On-  moderator,  a 

Miti  wearing  an  ..lao:.-  raf 
Ian.  got  up  imm  (he  panelists' 
table    and     spun    around     Ike 

ronferenec  organiser,  a  Sikh 

droaaed   in  pure  white,  in  an 

improx  iscd  pt; 
j 

'.  I'ul  j  little  I'irr  Into  it      Kabbi 

Jxhlomo  C.irli  li.K  h   mother  panel 

jst   exhorted  them  as  he  strummed 

ins  gultai 

»       In  the  audience  yogis  in  white, 
'•Zen  itudenu    psj  choloi  ists    ;  i 
workers    orange-garbed    followers 
ioi  Sn  Bagwan  Rajneesh  and  worn 
•en  in  skins  and  cardigans  yoked 

aims  and  dan<  rd  in  ihe  aisles 

And  M  aloriL:  with  prayers 
chants  songs  jmi  moments  ol 
•meditation  about  ?no  people 
opened  ihe  Meetinsi  of  the  Ways 
'Conference  in  Stanford  &  Memorial 
>Auditorium  This  yearly  conference 
ot    ntoatl     non-Western    spiritual 


groups   «iinh  started  In  1971,  de 

voted   itself  for  the  first   time  this 
to  a  political  ivsue         nui  liar 

disannamenl 

lor  sunn-  participants  whose 
spiritual  leaden  emphasise  removal 
from  I hi  world  it  was  a  major  shift 
Hiii  for  others  it  was  a  return  to  a 
world  with  which  thi-\  were  once 
quite  familiar 

Main     people   in   Ihe   spiritual 

wiii id   in  then    hk  or  oldei    were 

ai  ti>  Ms  before  tin  \  cut  invoh  ed  m 
religion  said  Sat  Sanlokh  Sinyh 
Khalsa,  42.  the  conference  organiz 
rr  He  is  a  M>ca  student  of  ^oCl 
Bhajan.  a  former  manager  Of  the 

Grateful  Dead   roi  k  band    and  lh>- 

first  organiser  of  the  War  Resisters 

League  in  San  Iran,  imo  in  the  late 
60S 

The  confereni  e  u  bich  will  la-.t 
ail  weekend,  opened  with  a  panel 
discussion  among  Da\id  McFadden 
of  the  mid-Peninsula   Conversion 

Project,  an  anti  war  group,  Wall  Ah 
Meyers  a  member  nl  the  Moslem 
mystli  *>uti  seel  toga  Suami  Kn 
yananda  Rabbi  Carlebach,  and 
Catherine  Whiteside  Ta\lor.  a  Juim 


lan  p^scholORist 

Some  "i  in.  speakers  stn 
using  meditattonal  techniques,  and 
beginning  t<>  work  on  the  Issui 
talking  in  famll)  and  friends   Oth 

its  fcimpi)  prayed 

Then  conference  participants 
passed  questions  written  on  paper 
loth     'amhsis  Among  them  were 

Mi >x>.  do  I  maintain  hope  when  ll 
teems  so  hard  to  turn  the  world 
around?  '  I  am  so  ancr\  at  the 
makers  ol  «ji  Uhat  should  I  do 
with   ni'    j n l' i ■  r ""     and    1  an    I   line 

the  people  who  work  in  the  Rents 

in  repl  i"  sum.-  of  these 
questions  psyrhoioglsl  Ta\lor  sanl 
|i  s  ob-.  i ■  hi-  that  ea<  h  nf  us  has  ».\  ii 
within  us  |  don  t  believe  ihe  world 
b  divided  into  those  who  want  to 
save  it  and  those  who  want  to 
destro)  H 

Tin  militarv  men  don  t  wani 
lo  destroy  the  world  The>  want  to 
destroy  t h<  n  enemies  because  ibej 
Hunk  that  if  the.  do  so  there  \*on  t 
In  an\  more  enemies 


What  a  smorgasbord'   Everyone  on  an  emotional  kick.  Completely  Lacking  is  any  considera- 
tion of  the  physical  prerequisites  of  war,  nor  the  physical  (not  emotional)  modifications 
thai  are  necessary  in  order  to  achieve  a  reduction  in  the  killing  power  of  future  wars;  nor 
the  possibility  of  the  total  elimination  of  wars.   The  probability  of  a  conventiori.il  war  gen- 
erating into  a  nuclear  war  is  not  remote;  therefore  this  probability  must  be  part  of  the  over- 
all consideration. 

HfTiy  the  emphasis  on  physical?  Do  physical  circumstances  modify  people's  behavior?  The  fol- 
lowing concerns  the  wrecked  whaling  bo.it,  lloln  Dick,  and  is  from  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle, 
March  28,  198?:  "what  horrified  most  of  those  who  read  about  the  fate  of  the  Essex  was  the 
cannibalism.   On  February  8,  1821,  Issac  Cole  died,  and  the  emaciated,  starving  seamen  de- 
cided to  eat  the  body  for  food... 'we  commenced  to  satisfy  the  immediate  carving. ..after 
which  we  hung  up  the  remainder  out  in  thin  strips  about  the  boat  to  dry  in  the  sun;  then  we 
made  a  fire  and  roasted  some  of  it  to  serve  us  during  the  next  day...  In  the  other  two  boats, 
five  other  men  who  died  were  eaten.  And  at  the  end,  the  cabin  boy,  Owen  Coffin  lost  in  a  dl 
of  lots  and  was  shot  for  food.'"   Indeed,  people's  behavior  is  determined  l>>  the  physical 
circumstances  in  which  they  find  themselves. 

\s  to  nuclear  wars,  the  genie  is  out  of  the  bottle  never  to  return.   However,  when  a  planned 
execution,  derived  from  the  study  of  physical  factors  is  substituted  for  emotional  mob  be- 
havior, positive  results  will  be  forthcoming. 

A  limited  few  people  are  willing  to  study;  a  suggestion  to  that  limited  few  --  contact  a  mem- 
ber of  Technocracy  Inc.  and  seek  out  that  organization's  concepts. 

I  write  solely  as  a  member  of  that  great  American  organization,  Technocracy  Inc.,  and  am  not, 
nor  ever  have  been,  an  officer  of  Technocracy.  Technocracy  literature  is  available;  write  to 
John  A.  Taube,  1400  East  Cotati  Ave.,  Rohnert  Park,  CA  94928.  Phone:  (707)  79b-b^P .  (OffA) 


San  ifamrisro  (Djromcle 
Thurs.,  March  25,  1982 

'Protecting 
Everyone 
At  Any  Cost' 

Santa  Barbara 

Bugs  are  executed  with- 
out due  process.  Lightning 
tries  the  rodless.  Bubble 
baths  afflict  the  allergic,  fat 
frankfurters  throttle  the  fam- 
ished and  black  widow  spi- 
ders stalk  the  unwary. 

Ralph  Nader  could  be  Evil 
Knievel  for  all  the  good  he  does 
against  these  abundant  perils. 

Or  so  says  Dale  Lowdermilk, 
executive  director  of  an  organi- 
zation devoted  to  amplifying  the 
American  penchant  for  stamping 
out  risks. 

He  calls  it  the  National  Organi- 
zation Taunting  Safety  and  Fair- 
ness Everywhere,  or  NOT-SAFE  for 
short.  Its  motto:  "Protecting  every- 
one from  everything,  at  any  cost." 

The  organization,  which  claims 
500  members  nationally,  is  urging: 

•  Mandatory  wearing  of  light- 
ning rods  by  anyone  walking  in  a 
thunderstorm. 

•  A  25-mph  national  speed  lim- 
it, "which  would  not  only  save 
human  lives  by  reducing  accidents, 
but  reduce  the  slaughter  of  insect 
life  on  our  highways." 

•  A  proper  trial  for  homeless 
dogs  and  cats  before  they  are  sen- 
tenced to  the  gas  chamber. 

•  Equal  rights  for  all  life 
forms,  including  seals,  worms, 
clams  and  "the  much  persecuted 
anthrax  baccilus." 

•  A  ban  on  aspirin,  "which  kills 
900  people  a  year,"  hot  dogs  ("Do 
you  know  how  many  innocent 
children  choke  on  hot  dogs?")  and 
any  substance  that  causes  an  allerg- 
ic reaction  in  anyone,  such  as 
bubble  bath  oil. 

Is  NOT-SAFE  serious? 

Yes  and  no. 

The  members,  who  pay  $10  a 


year  in  dues  and  are  encouraged  to 
write  letters  to  local  newspapers 
and  take  advantage  of  free  "oppos- 
ing viewpoint"  TV  time,  are  seri- 
ously dismayed  by  what  they  feel  is 
government  over-regulation.  They 
hope  to  drive  the  whole  process  to 
self-destruction  through  exaggera- 
tion and  satire. 

Lowdermilk  notes  that  some- 
times the  group's  seemingly  nutty 
proposals  cross  paths  with  reality. 
The  federal  government  really  is 
thinking  of  requiring  allergy  warn- 
ing labels  on  vanilla  ice  cream  and 
bubble  bath  oil,  he  says. 

issix  Hittil  I'ress 


San  4franrisco  (Chronicle  21 

Thurs,  March  25,  1982 

U.S.  Must  Pay 

Farmer  Thrown 

into  Manure 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

The  federal  government  is 
liable  for  damages  suffered 
by  a  North  Dakota  farmer 
when  a  low-flying  B-52  bomb- 
er frightened  his  cows  and  he 
fell  into  a  manure  gutter,  an 
appeals  court  has  ruled. 

The  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  said 
Tuesday  the  bomber,  on  a  training 
mission  Sept.  9,  1977,  was  about 
four  miles  outside  its  flight  corridor 
and  apparently  flying  lower  than 
its  assigned  altitude  of  550  feet. 

Kenneth  Peterson,  54,  said  in 
his  suit  that  he  was  milking  cows  on 
his  farm  3Vz  miles  northeast  of 
Berlin,  N.D  ,  when  the  bomber  flew 
over  his  barn,  making  a  tremen- 
dous noise. 

Two  cows  lunged  forward,  mo- 
mentarily trapping  him  between 
them,  Peterson  said. 

Peterson  said  he  then  fell  into 
a  concrete  manure  gutter. 

■Ixsnriati'il  Pre** 


;W    27  4  I 

,7  *t  Y 

tfohn  -St.    ZJaube 
1400  E.  COTATI  AVE.,  #4 
ROHNERT  PARK,  CA  94928 
(707)   795-8442 

So  let's  protect  everyone  from  every- 
thing!  A  sparrow's  death  is  caused  by 
an  overhead  power  line;  out  goes  all 
power  lines!   Lima  beans  contain  cynide 
and  potatoes  contain  arsinic.   Out!  Out! 
Out! 

Protecting  everyone  against  everything 
certainly  includes  nuclear  power  plants. 
Eric  Skousen's  book  The  Nuclear  War 
states  that  the  National  Council  of 
Churches  finds  that  plutonium  is  some- 
how intrincially  "immoral."  That  goes 
a  bit  further  and  add*  a  new  dimension. 
The  Holy  Crudaders  organized  to  kill  the 
devil  made  infidel  and  today's  Holy  Cru- 
saders are  organized  to  kill  the  devil 
sophisticated  made  nuclear  power.  Th.2. 
maAch  to  AQAfadom  pioce.e.d-6!  And  a  llttta 
dancing  Lb  added! 

Sanity  prescribes  that  decisions  must 
be  based  on  a  risk,  benefit  assessment. 
This  is  the  assesment  by  which  bridges, 
dams,  power  plants,  etc.  are  built.   It 
guarantees  the  fulfillment  of  our  techno- 
logical age;  directly  opposite  is  the 
solar-age,  organic-agrarian  society.  That 
age  was  prevalent  for  millennia  and  was 
renowned  for  its  pollution  that  caused 
the  freguent  bubonic  plagues,  sporadic 
famines,  high  infant  mortality,  etc. 

I  write  this  as  a  member  of  Technoc- 
racy Inc.,  an  education  research,  non- 
profit, non-political  organization.   I 
am  not  nor  have  been  an  officer  in  this 
great  American ^organization.  For  liter- 
ature on  Technocracy,  write  to  the  above 
address. 
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1  drove  to  a  car  dealer's  displa)  room  and  as  l  entered  .i  saJ     called  oul  "Wellf 

wh.it  is  It?"  Snother  salesman  said v "I'll  tel]  von  .ill  about  it.  lechm  wanl  to 
conscript  .ill  men,  mach  i  nc:, ,  naterla]  and  money."  it  was  obvious  that  he  was  rani  liar 
with  technocracy  during  World  War  11  which  he  told  nc  he  w.is.  We  talked  for  .i  bit  and 

isked  mi-  iioW^Me'-mhcrs  rechno<  xacy  had.  I  told  him  that  we  didn't  have  enough  and 
furthermore  we  could  use  "him".  His  reply  was  th.it  he  would  not  join  and  my  respoi 
to  him  w.is  that  it  b  possible  that  his  .ifjplic.it  ion  would  be  rejected  anyway.  My  n  - 
spouse  really  hit  him;  he  retorted,  "That's  the  best  negative  sales  approach  ['v<  ever) 
heard.   I'm  going  to  tell  it  .it  our  next  sales  meeting."  lor  him  to  telJ  this  Lncid< 
he  must  mention  Technocracy!  __j.  a.  raube 

This   Lvcfit    Was   Only    Possible   Because    Uf    Tlie    Technocracy     lop    Si(ju    un    IK    e.ir  ' 
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John  A.  raube  (707)  795-8^2 

Uoo  i     itatJ  Avenue  Ilk 
Rohnerl  Park,  CaJ i  fornla  9k 
March  Zkt    \. 
'•i.  Paul; 

When  you,  I  d  and  I  were  rapping  on  some  point',  after  1 1 1 « -  public  meeting,  two 
subjects  were  raJ  led  tN.it  des<  •  .    me  further  t f><>i j< jh l . 

lril.iirr.il  i~ommission.  Certainly  they  .ire  something  to  which  we  have  '.,  reckon; 
however,  there  are  physical  factors  Par  beyond  their  ability  to  control  and  LI. 

ICtly  wh.it  the  main  point  of  my  talk.   Most  people  .ire  totally  unaware  of  these  phys- 
ical t.idors  and  therefore  fail  to  realize  the  underlining  causes  of  the  situation  we 
tint!  ourselves  in.   These  people  feel  that  studing  the  Tril.iter.il  Commission  they  have 
their  finger  on  the  pulse  of  conditions;  they  have  failed  in  a  comprehension  of  current 
events. 

Paul,  you  suggested  that  when  our  present  social  structure  breaks  down,  there  will 
he  groups  vying  for  power  and  you  mentioned  th.it  there  will  be  strong  socialist  and  com- 
munist groups.   The  enclosed  letter  to  "Go"  indicates  one  group  that  is  forming  right 
now;  it  hjs  man>  splinter  groups,  it  pays  to  scrutinize  these  "pressure  groups";  i 
would  be  surprise  as  to  who  actujllv  is  responsible  for  their  existence. 


Chee 


rSl    jU/ 


-^     — '  -   \  % 


) 


1 


*J* 


5 


•fewF 


£» 


% 


IHHHHH^H 


^^mmmmm 


■HHi 


*  ECOLOGY  and  the  ECOSYSTEM* 


Dr.   Dennis   teeguarden 

nil    HORACI    MARDI  N   M.BRIGH1   II  CTURI  SHIP 

tin  Lvers  i  I  \   of  Ca  l  i  rorn  La 

Berkeley  ,   Ca] Lfornla  94720 

Dear  Dr.    teeguarden: 


Join,  \.  raube  (707)  795-8<*42 

moo   i  asl  I  "tit  i  \venue  ilk 
Rohnerl  Park,  I  al Lfornla  9*928 
March  19,  L982 


Refreshing  \our  memory,  at  the  Haze]  Henderson  address,  I  Inquired  it  you  would  con- 
sider .i  presentation  of  the  concepts  of  technocracy  Inc.  as  pari  ol  the  HORACI  HARDEN 
VLBRICH1  LI  CTURI  SHIP.  You  suggested  a  cover  Letter  and  related  materia]  be  senl  to 
your  group;  therefore,  this  letter  with  enclosures. 

technocracy  incorporated  in  1933  as  a  membership,  educational,  research,  non-political, 
non-sectarian  organization,  and  its  concepts  <ire  as  valid  today  as  then,   technoci 
is  undoubtedly  the  oldest  environmental  organization;  however,  it  differs  both  basically 
and  generally  from  all  others.  You  will  note  this  in  the  enclosed  leaflet,  [he  Ecology 

Of  flan  which  incidentally  was  written  in  19^+6.   Technocracy's  position  --  when  .i  soj  h 
employes  a  monetary,  merchandising  "Price  System"  as  its  social  structure,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  preserve  the  ecology.  A  Price  System,  by  its  very  nature,  always  rewards  very 
handsomely  those  who  most  flagrantly  disregard  the  care  and  preservation  of  the  ecosys- 
tem.  Because  of  the  very  principles  upon  which  it  is  built,  it  cannot  do  otherwise; 
monetary  rewards  take  precedence  over  the  well-being  of  society;  it  is  so  constituted 
that  the  considerations  of  people  are  of  a  minor,  secondary  importance.   As  to  the  damage 
of  the  ecosystem  by  this  social  structure  --  before  the  industrial  revolution,  the  Price 
System  could  do  (and  did)  relatively  little  damage;  today  with  the  tremendous  growth  Qf 
population  and  the  prostitution  of  our  prolific  technology , coupled  with  an  insati.t 
thirst  and  pervasive  drive  for  profits,  the  damage  is  monumental. 

Ms.  Henderson's  address  was  typical  --  it  denounced  the  present  administration  ,  with  Lts 
"Reaganomics".   This  can  be  very  misleading  and  even  harmful.   Actually  our  age  --  a  tech- 
nological one,is  too  complex  and  complicated  to  be  administered  by  politicans.   This  I 
been  demonstrated  by  the  past  nine  occupants  of  the  White  House;  the  present  occupant  is 
merely  the  most  inadeguate,  especially  as  concerning  the  ecosystem. 

Technocracy's  environmental  concepts  are  unigue  because  they  strike  at  the  heart  of  our 
present  social  inadeguacies.   They  must  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  all  citizens.   If 
you  or  your  group  would  care  for  further  information  on  Technocracy,  or  would  like  to 
arrange  a  Technocracy  presentation,  contact  Director  Reo  McCaslin,  Technocracy  Inc.,  i?ki 
Balboa  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  9^121.   Phone:  (M5)  75P-S569  or  921-P470.   You  may  also 
reach  me  at  the  above. 


Respectfully, 


John  A.  Taube,  member  of  Technocracy  Inc, 
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John  A.  Taube   (707)  795-6442 

1^00  last  Cotati  Avenue  ilk 
Rohhert  Park,  CAllfornia  9**92S 
March  23,  1982 
HI,  I  d: 

in  a  recent  Letter. you  stated  that  you  have  no  quarrel  with  engineers  but  you  fee]  that 

they  must  stand  accountable,  but  you  fail  to  say  to  whom?  Which  poses  the  question: 
who  other  than  other  engineers  are  qualified  to  judge  their  performance? 

Consider  this  --  the  ancient  wisemen  when  considering  democracy  (which  has  never  existed), 
always  had  the  perenniai  question  "but  who  shall  be  selected  to  guard  the  "guardians?" 

Sometime  ago  guards  at  San  Quentin  were  found  smuggling  in  marijunia.   So  <j  special 
guard  unit  was  established  to  guard  the  "guardians!"  But  now  the  problem  --  who's  going 
to  guard  the  guards  of  the  "guardians?"  And  on  and  on  --  unending! 

Some  years  ago  the  State  of  California  created  into  law  the  Public  Utility  Commission  and 
this  body  was  to  set  the  rates  on  utilities  so  that  they  could  protect  the  public.   Now  as 
we  all  know  rates  have  skyrocketed  and  most  probably  will  go  still  higher.   There  is  cur- 
rently a  move  to  appoint  a  committee  and  they  will  guard  the  "guardians!"  But  the 
same  question  as  above! 

I  heard  that  since  deregulation,  prices  on  airplane  flights  are  lower  but  the  planes  are 

flying  half-full.  Where  is  the  public  interest?  They  say  the  oil  to  fly  one  of  these 

planes  will  heat  your  home  for  a  year.   Is  energy  conservation  the  public  interest  or  do 
other  considerations  such  as  lower  prices  take  precedent? 

These  are  but  a  small  example  that  illustrates  Howard  Scott's  metaphor  that  we  are  rush- 
ing at  top  velocity  down  a  deadend,  one-way  street! 

Jim  Davidson,  a  fellow  member  of  Technocracy  in  Winnipeg,  Canada,  puts  it  this  way  -- 
"I  venture  to  say  that  the  public  finds  it  as  impossible  to  shed  their  conditioning  (a 
Price  System)  as  it  would  be  for  them  to  shed  their  skin.   Technocracy  has  never  been 
able  to  crack  this  wall  of  instilled  conditioned  prejudice  against  any  approach  which  is 
deemed  to  be  unconventional  (Technocracy's  Technological  Social  Design).   There  is  a  strono 
revulsion  to  change  and  the  majority  of  people  find  it  abhorrent  to  be  asked  to  consider 
change  and  equally  they  reject  the  task  of  doing  any  indepth  study."  Jim  has  also  used 
the  expression  that  we  are  witnessing  a  continental  state  of  conditioned  saturated 
moronity . 

I  might  add  to  Jim's  remarks  that  as  I  currently  observe  the  public >with  their  many 
"pressure  group"  activities,  are  joyfully,  disorganized  marching  on  the  road  to  serfdom. 
I  see  a  large  resemblance  of  the  protest  groups  (and  their  marches)  to  the  Holy  Crusades, 
the  French  Revolution  and  the  enthusiasm  of  Hitler's  people. 

NdveA  In  HiAtoAi]  Hcu   A  Paoplt   Seen  So   Unp/tepaaed  Foa  What  It  Hcu  To  Face.! 

--  Howard  Scott 


Sincerely,  Jff-*6li/ 
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Organic-Agrarian,  Solar-Age-Soc  iety. 
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Oohn  A.  Taube  (707)  795-8442 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  #4 
Rohnert  Park,  CAlifornia  94-928 
March  26,  1982 

Hi,  Bo: 

The  last  few  letters  of  mine  that  you  so  graciously  reviewed  and  corrected  contained 
the  term  "organic-agrarian,  solar  society."  On  the  bottom  of  the  Mandel  letter  you 
explained  why  this  term  is  inappropriate.   I  think  otherwise. 

From  my  research,  the  greatest  threat  to  progress  is  a  pervasive  cult  movement  that 
represents  a  return  to  the  peaceful,  romantic,  rustic  provincial  village  existence. 
Indeed,  regression  to  the  one-man,  one-plow,  one-mule  farms  and  the  guild  crafts;  yes, 
the  organic-agrarian,  solar  society  of  yesterday.   Most  people  in  this  cult  are  dumb,  to- 
tally ignorant  as  to  what  is  happening;  suspect   are  those  who  denounce  technology,  who 
speak  benevolently  of  relics  of  the  past  (wood-burning  stoves);  and  wax  nostalgically 
about  the  purity  of  life  of  the  good-old-days.  They  don't  realize  that  Hitler's  cult 
movement,  the  French  Revolution  and  the  Holy  Crusades  are  the  forerunners  to  their  move- 
ment. 

When  I  use  the  term  under  discussion,  I  am  endeavoring  to  show  the  decided  difference 
from  yesterday's  hand-tools  as  opposed  to  today's  sophisticated  automation  and  scientific 
progress.   Your  corrective  comments  mentioned  modern  agriculture  with  a  reference  to  it 
being  organic  --  in  a  technological  age,  organic  has  an  entirely  different  perspective. 
For  instance:  science  is  progressing  with  "gene-splicing",  man-made  species;  one  for  in- 
stance is  a  nitrogen-fixing  bacteria  with  a  symbiotic  relation  to  plants  in  a  like  manner 
to  legumes.   This  is  organic  in  twenty  first  century  scientific  methodology;  so  ends  the 
need  for  most  fossil  fuel  fertilizers.   This  is  representative  of  much  more  scientific 
progress  to  come  --  all  of  which  the  cult  abhors! 

Science  is  on  the  threshold  of  what  some  65  years  ago  Howard  Scott  had  foreseen  as  man- 
kind's future.  Opposite  to  this  are  two  statements,  the  first  by  Jerry  Rifkin  and  the 
second  by  Abbie  Hoffman  and  they  are  representative  of  the  strategy  and  program  of  this 
organic-agrarian,  solar  society  cult:  (1)   "The  Solar  Age  will  reguire  a  greater  conform- 
ity to  the  ancient  rhythms  of  life.  While  small,  appropriate  technology  relying  on  very 
limited  remaining  stocks  of  non-renewable  energy  will  still  be  used  where  absolutely  es- 
sential, the  bulk  of  the  transforming  work  will  revert  back  to  human  and  animal  labor  as  it 
has  in  every  other  period  of  history  before  the  Industrial  Age."   (2)  "We  have  got  to  stop 
science  and  scientific  progress. .  ^complicated  facts  and  issues,  ignore  them.  Facts  separate 
people,  the  enemy  has  facts  and  science.   You  can't  fall  into  their  trap  by  using  the  same 
language.  It's  not  what  moves  people  to  action." 

TECHNOCRACY   IS  THE  ONLY  ORGANIZATION  THAT   HAS  THE   WHEREWITHAL  TO  USHER 
IN  THE  SOCIETY  OF  THE  FUTURE.   IT   IS  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  NO  COMPROMISE. 


Sincerely, 


/^     over 
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Whom  Should  Society  Kill 


Mr.    Bill    Mamie  1 

San  Francisco  I  x.iminer 

P.O.    Box    3100 

San  I  rancisco,  California  9^103 

Dear  Mr.  Mandel: 


John  A.  Taube   (707)  1'Jb-^kk? 

1^+00  I  d^L  CotatJ  Avenue  //<+ 
Rohnert  Park,  California  9^928 
March  ?k,    1982 


Thank  you  for  an  extraordinarily  excellent  article.   1  am  referring  to  your  column 
of  March  1^+th,  Whom  should  society  kill?>in  the  San  Francisco  Examiner  &  Chronicle.   I 
am  a  member  of  Technocracy  Inc.,  an  educational  research  organization,  and  as  such  am  sub- 
mitting the  following  comments  for  you  consideration. 

During  98%  of  man's  7000  years  of  civilized  existence,  his  technological  progress  was 
so  slow  that  the  disturbance  of  the  general  ecological  balance  was  only  of  a  minor  mag- 
nitude and  only  local  in  its  effects.   But  the  last  2%   of  that  time,  tells  a  far  different 
story;  during  this  time,  man  has  become  a  plague  upon  the  earth.  He  has  exterminated  many 
species;  he  has  plowed  up  the  sod  and  slashed  away  at  the  plant  growth,  until  many  areas 
which  were  once  verdant  with  forests  and  grass  are  now  desolate. 

Man  has  also  let  his  population  increase  to  the  point  where  it  has  become  self-destruc- 
tive.  He  must  not  only  combat  the  other  elements  of  the  environment  in  order  to  survive, 
but  he  must  battle  within  his  own  species  to  determine  which  individuals  and  which  groups 
are  to  survive.   No  matter  how  one  tries  to  rationalize  the  value  of  human  life,  one  cannot 
escape  the  conclusion  that  there  are  just  too  many  human  beings  on  the  earth.   Therefore, 
as  you  suggest,  Mr.  Mandel,  the  methods  that  will  accomplish  this  must  become  socially 
acceptable. 

However,  in  addition  to  correcting  population  explosion,  it  is  incumbent  to  realize 
that  our  present  social  structure,  a  monetary,  merchandising  "Price  System"  is  a  design 
for  an  organic-agrarian,  solar  society  --  the  one-man,  one-plow,  one-mule  farms  and  the 
hand-tool,  hand-crafts.   Our  technological  age  reguires  a  social  structure  engineered  to 
fit  its  unigue  requirements;  Technocracy  therefore  proposes  its  Technological  Social  De- 
sign.  This  design  integrates  the  entire  North  American  Continent's  technology,  resources 
and  personnel  into  an  orchestrated  unit,  reversing  today's  destructive  anti-social  in- 
fluences. 

The  scope  of  Technocracy's  proposed  design  is  far  beyond  one  letter,  but  I  have  one 
brief  comment  on  capital  punishment,  which  was  a  point  in  your  article  --  if  our  needs  and 
amenities  are  met,  as  Technocracy's  design  provides,  the  socially  undesirable  actions  and 
pressures  that  lead  to  today's  capital  punishment  would  simpl>  regress  and  reach  an  ex- 
tremely low  point  close  to  vanishing  entirely . 

Enclosed  for  your  perusal  is  the  reprint  article  Reorganizing  A  Continent.   Technocracy 
always  welcomes  constructive  observations;  drop  me  a  line  at  your  convenience. 


Respectfully, 


John  A.  Taube,  member  of  Technocracy  Inc. 


■ 
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ii',.   M.jr  1  l>n  l  crguson 
rain/Mind  UuJ  let  In 
P.O.   Box  W21 1 

tageles,  c»l i  lornia  90042 

Dew  Ms.  Ftrguson: 


lolm       \.    I. p. he      (707)    79^-fi 

1'KJo  I  as!    (  ot  it  i    taenue  If* 
Rolincrl   Park,,  Call  fornia  94928 

I  (hi  Udl  •  ."•  ,  i 


Sometime  -j'|o  «i  friend  of  mine  suggested  your  hook  Hie  A<|u«ir i .m  Conspiracy  which 
I  purchased*  Alter  the  second  reading,  1  am  writing  to  you;  there  is  a  decided  var- 
iance on  some  basic  points  Between  us  and  I  am  corresponding  with  son  in  the  hope  thai 
wc  can  establish  .i  dialogue*  Hopeful  1)  you  will  sec  it  of  value* 

A  Hparadym  shift"  --  why  this  new  term  foi  our  language?  with  nor-  perplexing 
Language  which  preceded  science,  many times  one  finds  it  extremely  difficult  to  convey 
.incepts,  ihis  difficulty  .irises  iron  the  many  words  that  have  double,  triple  and 
even  more  meanings,  and  also  because  as  many  as  four  or  more  words  convey  the  same 
meaning*   Is  nol  "paradym  shift"  simply  expressing  .i  new  concept  or  perhaps  a  scien- 
tific breakthrough  and  thereby  unnecessary  adding  additional  confusion  to  our  al- 
ready confused  language?  I  think  so1 

Consider  the  occult  --  In  L*N*  Hovel's  article,  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  January 
?<*f   19S,1,  he  st.ites  thai  in  Northern  Inropc,  a  certain  cult  built  huge  bonfires  during 
winter  firmly  convinced  that  they  were  coaxing  the  son  to  return*   Ihe  other  day  a 

rologlsl  explained  that  his  scientific  measurements  Indicated  that  rain  was  not  In 
tor-  some  time  to  come  and  suggested  to  his  listener-,  to  pray  tor-  rain.   In  then 
own  way,  are  riot  these  two  closely-similiar  procedures  not  sending  smoke  signals  to 
gods?   I  think  so! 

ihe  occull  and  science  are  two  entities  that  have  no  common  ground*  Science  ex- 
plores and  ferrets  out  the  principles  of  the  universe  <md  then  the  tcchnologisl  applies 
this  knowledge  so  th.it  it  can  be  useful  to  mankind.   h\o  examples:  (1)  the  arch  which  the 
architect  utilizes  to  maximize  area  with  a  minimum  of  material;  (?)    the  hydroelectric  where 
In  the  technologist  utilizes  the  kinetic  energy  of  gravity*   These  are  out  of  the  disci- 
pline of  the  occult  whose*  contribution  to  mankind  at  times  becomes  guestionablc*  Mow- 

ever,  when  one  considers  placebo,  the  witch  doctor  had  a  limited  useful  plate  in  such  ' 

li  i  s  Impossible  to  Integrate  science  and  magic. 

In  this  short  letter,  1  have  endeavored  to  suggest  sonic  of  our  basic  differences 
that  would  I  feel  be  beneficial  to  explore*  Constructive  observations  ukc  for  progn 


Respect  I u I  I \ , 


John   \.  I  inhc 


y-(/^ 


Ms.  Christine  Lim,  Principal 
Columbus  Intermediate  School 
2211  7th  Street 
Berkeley,  California  94710 

Dear  Ms.  Lim: 


John  A.  Taube   (707)  795-8442 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  //4 
Rohnert  Park,  California  94928 
March  6,  1982 


After  reading  the  San  Franciso  Chronicle  article,  Friday,  March  5th  "Black 
Market  Candy  at  School",  I  felt  the  immediate  urge  to  correspond  with  you. 
Perhaps  we  can  establish  a  dialogue. 

In  our  money-merchandising  "Price  System,"  attempting  to  put  common  welfare 
above  the  drive  for  profits  is  a  monumental  task.   It  flies  in  the  face  of 
the  very  basic  tenets  of  our  system. 

Would  you  care  to  give  some  thought  to  a  social  structure  that  is  oriented 
differently?  This  structure  has  no  common  ground  with  a  philosophical, 
idealistic  attempt  for  a  solution.   It  is  a  scientific  engineering  procedure 
that  coordinates  society  into  a  complete  accord  with  our  age  --  a  technological 
age.   You  will  see  by  investigation,  such  problems  that  you  are  attempting  to 
resolve  do  indeed  tend  toward  zero  as  "profits"  are  eliminated  as  a  part  of  its 
structure. 

I  have  enclosed  your  perusal  the  Technocracy  reprint  article  Reorganizing  A  Con- 
tinent and  if  you  care,  drop  me  a  short  note  with  your  comments.   We  in  Technocracy 
always  welcome  constructive  observations. 

Respectfully, 


John  A.  Taube,  member  of  Technocracy  Inc. 


Co  n  R 


Gene  R.  LaRocque,  Ken-  Admiral  USN  (Ret . ) 
Dlrectoi  ,  D  MTI  R  I  OR  CM  I  I  MSI  mi  0RMA1  [ON 
600  fiary  Land  S venue,  5.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20024 


Dohn  \.  raube  (707)  7Wsw 

h'+oo  i  is!  I  "'it  i  Svenue  llu 
Rohnei  t  Park,   Mil  ornia  9*928 
March  l  ,  l 


Dear  Admiral  I  aRocque : 

I  have  been  .i  subscriber  to  CENTER  f  or  DEFENSI  INFORMATION  for  mai        nd  it 
been  very  confortlng  to  me  to  know  thai  your  organization  exists.  Vour  Letter  of  Febru 
lvtii  pose,  some  perplexing  questions  thai  deserve  on<  s  thoughtful  stu 

What  is  securit)  worth,  and  whal  are  we  willin<i  to  pay  for  Lt?  rhe  fig       cite  In 
your  Letter  are  foreboding  and  perhaps  threatening!  Just  how  and  where  ai     i>  and  se- 
curit) attainable,  even  .it  any  price'.'  [ndeed,  while  your  organization  with  it-.  Intelligent 
outreach  is  comforting,  one  feels  <i  sense  that  desperation  Ls  Lni  i   Lng. 

In  the  same  mail,  l  received  both  your  letter  and  .i  copy  of  Congressman  PauJ  N.  McClos- 
key ' s  address  (enclosed)  to  the  Los  Angeles  World  \\\  ilrs  Council,  Februray  26,  I'J-ii.  He 
adroitly  addresses  our  multifarious  problems  and  the  complex  worldwide  confrontations,  hot  he 
offers  no  viable  solution.  He  quotes  fornier  President  Carter:  "An  .it  tempt  b)  an)     Lde 
force  to  gain  control  of  the  Persian  Gulf  region  will  he  regarded  as     L1  on  the  vit.il  In- 
terests Of  the  United  States  of  America.   And  such  an  assault  will  be  repelled  b>  an)  me. ire, 
necessary ,  Including  military  force."  (President  Reagan  champions  this  stand  and  adds  that  we 
have  the  muscle  to  do  it.)   What  is  this  "vital  Interest?"   Is  it  ne        for  your  and  my 
safel y  and  security 

However,  neither  your  I ehruary  19th  letter  noi  McCloskey's  address  consider  the  still 
further  perplexing  and  seemingly  unsolvable  domestic-  problems  ol  our  e      .       quite  con 
ceivabl)  be  of  grea  er  magnitude  than  even  our  seemingl)  unsurmountable  International  problems. 
Some  years  ago  George  Ken  nan  stated  "1  sometimes  wonder  wh.it  use  there  is  in  trying  to  protect 
the  West  against  fancied  external  threats  when  the  signs  of  disintegration  within  .\vv    so 

striking." 

Technocracy  Inc.,  dn   educational,  research,  non-profit  organization,  has  a  rock-solid 
solution  to  the  problems  indigenous  to  our  technological  age  as  opposed  to  today's  futile  en- 
deavors to  make  an  archaic  monetary,  merchandising  "Price  System"  viable.   \t tempting  ill  the 
shortsighted  nostruns,  going  in  all  directions,  today's  numerous  pressure  groups  belong  to  the 
hand-tool,  organic-agrarian,  solar  society  of  a  passed  age.  Our  age,  a  technological  one, 
cannot  permit  the  idiosyncrasies  of  personal  maladjustments  by  individuals  or  groups;  it  must 
be  a  united,  one-unit-function  determined  to  utilize  all  the  scientific,  technological,  en- 
gineering know-how  in  order  to  resolve  our  atomic-age  problems.  Certainly  the  leadership  is 
here! 

I  have  enclosed  for  your  perusal  Technocracy's  Northwest  Technocrat.   Mote  the  editorial 
t  HP--  MIOTHI  R  THRI  AT .   Certainly  ours  is  a  Complicated  age,  very  tenuous  --  but  would  you   go 
back?  Solvable  with  the  right  procedure;  disastrous  without  it' 

I  write-  this  letter  as  a  member  of  Technocracy,  an  organization  that  always  welcomes 
constructive  observ.  tions.   Drop  me  a  short  note  at  your  convenience. 

Respect  ful ly , 

John   \.  T.i 


»6&&&i 
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lo:   Margaret    Hope  Bacon  3ohn     \.    rauto      (707)    795-8442 

Francis  C.   Drown  l^ou     East   .    otat]      \venue     //<♦ 

American  Friends  Service  Committee  Rohnert   I'.irk,   i  ilifornla  94928 
1501  (  hen  >   Stn  I  ebru  iry  25,    I  • 

Philadelphia,   Pennsylvania   19102 

Creet Lngs: 

I  guess  I  am  like  most  people  --  we  know  .ibout  Quakers  but  we  reall)  don't 
know  anything!  On  Sunday,  February  l^u>,  the  television  st.ition  KCO  In 
Son  Francisco  broadcasted  the  program  "The  traditions  and  beliefs  of  the 

Society  of  friends  ((Juakcrs).   I  found  it  most  Fascinating  and  it  prompts 
this  letter. 

It  appears  that  your  Church  and  the  organization  Technocracy  have  much  In 

common.   Technocracy  incorporated  in  I'J)}   as  a  membership,  education. il  , 
research,  non-sectarian  organization  and  1  became  a  member  in  1 '.*'♦(>; 

for  the  desired  result  of  the  "use  of  wars"  tending  towards  zero  --  wh.it 
are  the  requirements?  What  kind  of  a  social  structure  would  result  In  a 
high  caliber  of  live  for  its  citizens  that  (lives  also  the  maximum  "freedom" 
with  the  minimum  amount  of  restrictions?  The  question  elicits  a  social 
structure  worthy  of  the  dignity  of  man!   1  have  enclosed  the  Technocracy 
article  Reorganizing  A  Continent  and  two  short  article  of  mine.   These 
three  articles  certainly  (jive  no  conclusive  answer  to  the  two  posed  ques- 
tions but  give  an  idea  .is  to  Technocracy's  concepts  and  how  the)  bear  on 
them. 

1  am  sure  >ou  will  find  the  enclosed  of  keen  Interest.  We  in  Technocrat 
always  value  constructive  observations;  kindly  drop  me  a  short  note  at  your 
convenience.  # 

Respectfully, 

John  A.  Taube,  member  of  Technocracy  Inc. 
cc:  Religious  Society  of  Friends  in  San  f rancisco  and  Rohnert  Hark;  fcchnocracy  Inc. 
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Students  protest  aid  cuts  outside  White  House  gate 


College  Aid-Middle 
Class  Feels  Squeeze 

Some  500,000  students  quitting  or 
transferring  to  cheaper  universities. 
Dozens  of  colleges  folding.  Millions  of 
parents  mortgaging  their  futures  to 
help  their  children  win  degrees. 

Opponents  claimed  in  early  March 
that  all  this  will  happen  if  Ronald  Rea- 
gan's student-aid  cuts  are  carried  out. 

More  than  5,000  students  from  col- 
leges across  the  U.S.  assembled  on  Capi- 
tol Hill  on  March  1  to  protest  the  Presi- 
dent's proposal  to  cut  student  aid  in  the 
1983-84  school  year  by  nearly  a  third, 
from  the  current  6  billion  dollars  to  4.3 
billion.  Some  waved  signs  declaring 
"Books  Not  Bombs"  and  "Down  With 
Reaganomics — Up  With  Education." 

The  student  protests  were  followed 
by  three  days  of  congressional  hearings 
in  which  officials  from  more  than  30 
campuses  denounced  the  cuts.  A  typical 
complaint  came  from  Colin  Campbell, 
president  of  Wesleyan  University,  Mid- 
dletown,  Conn.,  who  said  declining  fed- 
eral aid  amid  rising  costs  "represents  a 


die-class 
$2,500   a 


tragic  setback  for  the  dream 
of  an  educated  society." 

"The  sharpness,  sudden- 
ness and  starkness  of  the  ad- 
ministration's proposals 
have  shocked  us,"  said  Mary 
Norman,  vice  president  of 
the  West  Mifflin,  Pa.,  cam- 
pus of  Allegheny  County 
Community  College. 

Reagan's  cuts  are  aimed 
at  a  variety  of  programs  aid- 
ing 6  million  students. 
Much  of  the  money  is  in  the 
Guaranteed  Student  Loan 
Program  that  allows  mid- 
students  to  borrow  up  to 
year  at  9  percent  interest. 
Presidential  aides  said  that  the  pro- 
gram encourages  students  to  borrow 
whether  they  need  money  or  not. 
Without  changes,  officials  said,  GSL 
costs  next  year  will  jump  to  3.4  billion 
dollars  from  1.6  billion  in  1980. 

Educators  protested  that  cuts  in  aid, 
coupled  with  rising  tuition  that  ex- 
ceeds $8,000  in  some  schools,  will  turn 
many  campuses  into  havens  for  the 
rich.  Donald  Swain,  president  of  the 
University  of  Louisville,  envisioned  "an 
educational  era  characterized  by  crude 
elitism." 

John  Phillips,  head  of  the  National 
Association  of  Independent  Colleges 
and  Universities,  said  the  cuts  would 
force  500,000  students  at  private  col- 
leges to  quit  or  transfer  to  state-sup- 
ported schools.  Many  small  colleges,  he 
said,  would  be  forced  to  close. 

Such  complaints,  plus  a  tide  of  con- 
stituent mail,  were  felt  by  all  lawmak- 
ers. Said  one  Democrat:  "The  Republi- 
cans are  lining  up  with  us  against 
Reagan  on  this  one,  because  these  cuts 
would  hurt  the  middle  class  along  with 
the  poor."  □ 
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It's  Soviets'  Turn  in  Space  Race 


Two  successful  interplanetary  mis- 
sions in  one  week — plus  word  of  "Star 
Wars"-type  laser  weapons — stirred 
fears  that  Russia  again  is  pulling  ahead 
of  the  U.S.  in  the  space  race. 

The  two  Soviet  spacecraft  that  land- 
ed on  Venus  on  February  28  and  March 
5  were  the  seventh  and  eighth  that 
Russia  has  sent  on  the  four-month,  187- 
million-mile  journey.  America's  last 
flight  to  the  planet — its  fifth — was  in 
1978.  President  Reagan's  budget  can- 
celed plans  for  a  1983  Venus  mission. 

Landings  on  Venus  were  only  the 
latest  round  in  a  seesaw  25-year-old 
space  contest.  The  Soviets  launched 
the  first  satellite  in  1957  and  sent  the 

U.S.NEWS  &  WORLD  REPORT,  March  15,  1982 


first  man  into  orbit  in  1961.  But  the 
U.S.  is  the  only  country  to  put  men  on 
the  moon — 12  in  six  landings  from 
1969  to  1972^ — and  to  send  astronauts 
up  in  a  spacecraft  that  can  be  re-used. 
The  third  flight  of  the  space  shuttle 
Columbia  is  set  for  March  22. 

"Despite  our  success  with  the  space 
shuttle,  we  have  no  national  space  poli- 
cy," said  Clifton  von  Kann,  head  of  the 
National  Aeronautic  Association.  "We 
are  uncertain  of  our  objectives  in  space. 
By  contrast,  the  Soviets  are  moving  into 
space  with  a  steady,  well-funded  pro- 
gram which  will  give  them  a  perma- 
nent manned  presence  in  space." 

The  Russians  have  made  1,437  space 


launches,  compared  with  America's 
817.  In  recent  months,  Russia  has  been 
sending  five  times  as  many  satellites 
into  space  as  has  the  U.S. 

Reagan  proposes  a  6.6-billion-dollar 
space  budget  for  next  year,  1 1  percent 
above  current  spending.  Analysts  be- 
lieve Russia  spends  twice  as  much. 

Richard  DeLauer,  the  Pentagon's 
top  scientist,  told  Congress  in  late  Feb- 
ruary that  Russia  is  developing  a 
manned  orbital  space  complex  that 
likely  will  be  able  by  1990  to  launch 
laser-beam  attacks  on  U.S.  satellites  in 
space  and  against  targets  on  earth. 

"If  they  should  achieve  superiority  in 
space,  they  could  well  attain  a  decisive 
war-winning  edge,"  warned  Gen.  Ben- 
nie  L.  Davis,  commander  of  the  Air 
Force's  Strategic  Air  Command.  □ 
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technocracy  sees  changes 

Technocracy  explanation ... 

Mohave  Volley  News 


By  Tony  Carroll 
Newt  Staff  Writer 
What  would   this   world   be   like   without  nations 
politicians  or  money? 

ikP.eI?.p,etwho  exP°und  technocracy  not  onJy  believe 
nat  North  America,  at  least,  would  be  a  better  place 

but  they  believe  it  is  part  of  what  w,||  have  to  be  the 

ultimate  solutioa 

Clifford  S    Williams  of  Needles,  recently  retired 
rom  the  Santa  Fe  Railroad,  said  be  hopes'  to  start 

technocracy  units  in  communities  along  the  Colorado 
River  from  Boulder  Cty,  Nev  ,  to  Yuma  Another 
•Ctive  member  of  Technocracy  Inc  .  John  Taube  of 

speak  and  help  organize  in  May 

^^'l3"1  ^me  acquainted  with  technocrat  at  a 

second  hand  books.  ,re  on  West  Madison  Street  in 

e.ecTT  thC,day  after  Franklln  R"«evelt  was 
riff  tei,pres'dent  in  1932.  The  philosophy  was  the 

ou^^JTk1  ^  3  10cent  ™8«ine  ine  shop's 
owner  showed  him. 

He  said  he  became  interested  after  reading  much 
'  v^f        ^  a,thou8h  he  could  not  buv  the  publication 

because  dimes  were  scarce"  during  the  depression 

Technocracy,  he  explained,  will  be  the  best 
alternative  after  America's  current  economic 
system  collapses,  "The  price  system  is  simply 
failing,"  he  said.  "A  lot  of  people  are  calling  this  a  ■ 
Keagan  .recession.  It's  not  a  Reagan  recession,  and 
its  not  a  Carter  recession.  It's  a  Price  System 
recession." 

John  Spitler,  continental  director  of  Technocracy 
Inc.  headquartered  in  Savanah,  Ohio,  said  that 
education  is  one  of  the  group's  major  respon- 
sibilities A  typical  technocracy  lecture,  he  said  first 
addresses  the  problems  this  country  is  facing  and 
then  goes  on  to  introduce  the  audience  to 
technocracy. 

Taube  said  it  appears  that  the  only  people  who  are 
aware  of  the  physical  factors  shaping  the  destiny  of 
this  continent  are  in  technocracy,  but  Spitler  pointed 
out  that  members  are  not  interested  in  destroying  the 
system  already  in  use,  because  its  demise  is 
inevitable. 

"There  are  30,000  bag  women  in  New  York  Citv." 
he  noted  "That's  an  indictment  of  our  system 
Something's  wrong  with  a  system  that  cannot  take 
care  of  its  citizens." 

HoiPltJrHr^!ieV!S,,aS   did   techn°cracy's    founder 

ShmSL\7SA  formed  the  Technical  Alliance  in 

1919,   hat  North  America  can  be  self-sufficient  and 
operate  independent  of.  the  rest  of  the  world    The 
;  design  is  specifically  for  the  North  American  con- 
;  tinent,  but  Spitler  added  that  once  it  gets  going,  other 
parts  of  the  world  may  be  able   to  observe  our 
operation  and  copy  us. 

Spitler  pointed  out  that  technocracy  is  an  entirely 
new  concept,  an  alternative  social  operation  for  the 
North  American  continent.  Central  America  and 
northern  South  America.  He  said  the  technate  could 
be  self  sufficient  within  its  boundaries  while 
providing  an  adequate  standard  of  living  for 
everyone. 

People,  he  added,  would  have  to  be  reconditioned 
to  think  in  terms  of  a  technate  rather  than  a  price 
system,  which  could  take  a  transition  period  of  25  to 
30  years 


VVedneida)    March   i.  i»«:' 

living  in  ■  technate  would  be  different  from  any 
lifestyle  currently  in  Operation  On  the  planet  Since  it 
tMUmei  technology  will  make  people  obsolete  for 
Riany  Jobs,  people's  Jol>s  would  be  organized  dif 
ferently  along  with  the  calendar 

Weeks  and  months  would  be  done  away  with 
Everyone  between  the  ages  of  25  and  45  would  work 
four  days  and  be  off  three.  After  165  days,  a  worker 
would  get  a  48-day  continuous  vacation 

There  would  be  seven  groups  of  workers  with 
starting  days  staggered  so  at  any  given  day,  four 
groups  would  be  working  and  three  groups  would  be 
off. 

Spitler  explained  that  he  has  read  that  automation 
would  displace  85  percent  of  employees  in  some 
industries  and  15  to  50  percent  nationwide  because  of 
the  computer  revolution. 

Prior  to  age  25,  everyone  would  be  provided  with  20 
years  of  free  schooling,  he  added,  because  human 
intelligence  is  one  of  our  most  valuable  resources 

In  a  technate,  people  would  no  longer  be  working 
toward  the  incentive  of  earning  money  Instead, 
people  would  be  assigned  energy  certificates  that 
would  be  used  to  purchase  goods  and  services  Good 
for  only  two  years,  the  certificates  would  be  part  of  a 
continental  accounting  system  and  could  not  be 
saved,  lost,  stolen, ldestfoyed  or  gambled  If  a  man 
wanted  to  purchase  a  pair  of  shoes,  he  would  ex- 
change energy  certificates  for  it,  representing  the 
amount  of  energy  required  to  manufacture  the  shoes 

Everyone  would  be  given  the  same  number  of 
energy  certificates,  and  since,  Spitler  pointed  out. 
the  certificates  represent  the  amount  of  energy  used 
for  the  production  of  something,  they  would  not  be 
subject  to  inflation,  and  the  economic  laws  of  supply 
and  demand  would  not  apply 

Included  in  the  design  of  the  technate, 
Technocracy  Inc.  has  designed  a  continental 
hydrology,  a  design  for  flood  and  erosion  control  and 
water  for  power,  irrigation,  transportation, 
recreation  and  climatic  modification.  "This  is  a 
comprehensive  proposition,"  Spitler  added. 

He  said  the  technate  would,  after  the  collapse  of 
the  price  system,  first  start  with  the  United  States 
and  Canada.  Mexico  and  Central  America  would  join 
in  later 

In  addition  to  the  Price  System,  technocracy 
would  do  away  with  politicians  Politicians  are  not 
allowed  to  join  Technocracy  Inc  .although  members 
are  not  discouraged  to  vote.  Spitler  pointed  out. 
however,  that  in  the  50  years  technocracy  has  been  in 
existence,  it  has  never  run  a  candidate  for  any  office 
or  supported  any  candidate  or  piece  of  legislation 

At  the  present  time,  membership  in  Technocracy 
Inc.  is  low,  Spitler  said,  because  of  general  apathy 
Rut    he    added    that    people    are   starting    to    ask 
questions    again    because    of    deteriorating    social 
conditions 

v\e  re   not    advocating   social   change.      Spitler 
said    "We're  preparing  for  it." 


DURING   THI    MONTH  OF    MAY,    \  SPI  \KER  FOR    TECHN0CRAO    INC.,    30HN   T  \Ulil    WILL    Di     IN  THIS   ARIA. 

HI    WILL  til    GIVING   A  SERIES  01     I  M  ks  0M    mi    CONCEPTS  01    TECHNOCRAO    AND  WILL  Bl     WAILABLI 

TO   <\NSWER    \LL    INQUIRIES  ON  THI    ORGANIZATION.      FOR  SPECIFIC  DATES  OR    IF    YOU  WISH  TO    \R- 

RANGI    A   TALK  OR    INTERVIEW,  CONTACT   C.S.   WILLIAMS,    J16  WALNUT   ST.,   NEEDLES,   CA 
Phone:    (71*0    32W919 
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Uso   in   the  Rohnert 
,,,irk  Clarlan  and  the 
Santa  Rosa  N< 
Herald. 

Wednesday,  Feb   10,  1982 
ROHNEHT  PARK-C0TAT1  TIMES 

Better  or  worse 

Editor: 

Ask  youself,  "are  you  better  or 
worse  off  than  you  were  four  years 
ago.9"  That  is  the  famous  Coresi- 
dent Ronald)  Reagan  question,  a 
successful  gimmick  that  contributed 
greatly  to  his  victorious  presidential 
campaign.  It  may  come  back  to 
haunt  him! 

From  a  Technocracy  viewpoint, 
the  wrong  question  was  asked.  The 
right  one  is  "has  not  our  nation,  in 
the  past  five  decades,  seen  its  eco- 
nomic stability  continuously  decay- 
ing, and  have  we  not  experienced  an 
increasing  amount  of  social  unrest 
that  quite  conceivably  can  reach  the 
end  point  of  social  tolerance?" 
Technocracy  considers  this  question 
far  more  pertinent  than  Reagan's. 

The  Santa  Rosa  television  station 
KFTY  (Channel  50)  Sunday  on  its 
program  Forum  50  will  interview 
Director  Reo  McCaslin  of  the  San 
Francisco  Technocracy  office. 
Technocracy,  an  educational  re- 
search organization,  addresses  the 
decadence  of  our  society  along  with 
the  problem  of  inflation,  taxes,  un- 
employment, crime,  etc.  and  the 
interview  will  most  likely  be  very 
stimulating.  Technocracy's  concepts 
are  unique;  they  challenge  many  of 
our  accepted  notions 

John  Taube 
Rohnert  Park 


Co1a.1i'   Coop,    F«f.    i9fz. 

I  '.or   and    Fellow  Membei 

The   article   "Ballot    Battles," 
in   th«   January    i<?£2    Newsletl 

:  Hy    written    contains    a 

■'  perhaps  d-        ,i  bit 

more  study.   Permit  some  comments 
from  a  technocracy  viewpoint,  Tech- 
nocracy Inc.,  an  educa  t  i  or.a  1  '  re- 
I  Ch  ore.anl  za t  ion. 

The  article  expressed  the 

that  a  Hewlett-Packard  plant 
flate  the  value  of  : 

ilting  higher  rent 
and  will  also  riiminiDh  our  remaining 
romantic,  rustic,  provincia 1  - v i 1 lage 
atmosphere.   But  would  not  a  shop 
factory'  do  the  sail       -  ~   e  a 
factory  that  makes  our  cars,  ref: 
erators,  hi-fi's,  r.uitars,  skis, 
telephones,  etc^   Would  not  we  be 
hard  pressed  to  do  without  these'' 

•  we  not  trying;  to  live  In  a  vacu- 
um shall  we  say,  by  not  seriously 
facing  the  problems  indigenous  to 
our  technological  age?   I  think  so! 

However,  to  condemn  technology 
which  is  responsible  for  our  quality 
of  life  is  totally  in  error;  it's 
attempting  its  utilization  with  an 
archaic  soc  ia  1_  structure  that  pro- 
duces the  problem.   With  the  frame- 
work of  our  monetary,  merchandising 
"Price  System,"  there  is  no  viable 
solution;  this  social  structure  ac- 
tually inveigles  the  deadliest  in- 
centives and  techniques  of  barbaric 
action  at  its  worst.   One  example  - 
our  nuclear  weapon  build-uo  bears 
grave  testimony  that  we  reward  hand- 
somely those  who  engaged  in  what  car 
be  termed  anti-social  enterprises. 

Technocracy  proposes  a  social 
structure  that  reverses  today's  so- 
cially irresponsible  program.   Be- 
side addressing  other  social  prob- 
lems, it  addresses  housing  headon 
and  Drovides  a  viaole  solution. 
Technocracy  ur^es  your  inveSt,ig;at  lot 
of  its  concepts  so  that  you  can 

jht  the  viability  of  their  soc- 
ially responsible  merits. 

Sincerely  , 

John  4 .  Taube 


C  0    6  p 
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ROHNERT  PARK  COTATI  CLARION 

1 

YVOKTH  LOOKING  INTO 

ft 
Dear  Editor. 

RflCCritfy  a  representative  of 
Technocracy  was  interviewed  on 
Channel  50.  To  say  the  least, 
Technocracy  is  unique  but  sounds 
to  me  a  little  bizarre.  Question: 
while  ruling  out  barter,  how  then 
can  we  get  along  without  money? 
Technocracy  proposes  a  "no- 
money"  society  and  uses  an 
Energy  Certificate,  based  on  ergs 
and  calories,  which  is  issued  to 
every  citizen  as  a  means  to  secure 
goods  and  services.  Sounds  OK  to 
me  but  I  wonder  about  it  all. 

The  Technocracy  representative 
went  on  to  explain  that  the 
malfunctioning  of  our  monetary, 
merchandising  "price  system,"  as 
he  called  it,  is  a  result  of  the 
reduction  of  man-hours  in  in- 
dustrial production  due  to 
technology  (robotic  automation). 
As  I  remember,  the  result  of  less 
man-hours  is  less  purchasing 
power  because  of  less  employment, 
is  augmented  by  governments' 
(city,  federal,  state)  creation  of 
purchasing  power  to  take  its  place. 
This  kind  of  makes  sense  to  me, 
and  now  I  think  I  understand  how 
futile  it  is  for  President  Reagan  or 
any  other  administration  to  try  to 
stop  the  growth  of  debt  -  the 
printing  of  huge  amounts  of  new 
money. 

I  quite  agree  with  Technocracy 
that  conditions  are  progressing 
from  socil  instability  towards 
economic  chaos  and  some  new 
concept  must  come  out  of  this 
Technocracy  claims  that  it  stands 
ready  with  the  only  design  of  social 
operation  capable  of  completely 
reversing  today's  accelerating 
volatile  instability  and  also 
reversing  the  deterioration  of  our 
country  which  is  going  towards  the 
limit  of  social  tolerance  and 
perhaps  war.  I  wonder? 

Nevertheless,         I         think 

Technocracy  is  worth  looking  into. 

Dennis  Anderson 

Cotati 
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Reaganomlcs 

Fditor 

Johii  Taube  ll  corral  un  rus  letter  on  ReganomiCi 
printed  in  >our  Dec  2  issue).  We  should  all  stud.v 
Technocracy's  program  for  operating  North  America 
on  an  equitable,  scientific  basis  Knergy  measurements, 
as  specified  by  Technocracy,  would  rid  us  of  this 
decadent  price  system  where  money  and  debt  shackle 
our  nation  and  ruin  our  future 

Technocracy's  proposal  is  equitable,  workable  and 
sensible. 

Margaret  Taylor 
Burlinganie 


Letters      Letters      Letter 


belligerents    opted    tor    the    most 

powerful  killing  weapons 
available  and  noticeable  by  its 
absence  was  any  consideration  of 

the  inhuman  butchering  anil 
slaughtering  ol  people,  children 
not  ex<  luded 

While  m  office.  President 
Carter  stated  our  vital  interests' 
in  the  Middle  East  are  in  jeopar- 
dy '  President  Reagan  substan- 
tially concurred  with  Carter's 
position  when  he  said  that  we 
will  use  our  military  forces  to  de- 
fend the  oil  wells  in  the  Persian 
Gulf  and  we  have  the  muscle  to 
do  it!  Since  he  is  the  duly  sworn- 
m  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
U.S.  Armed  Forces,  and  if  all 
non-war  diplomatic  endeavors 
failed,  history  would  most  pro- 
bably condone  our  nation's  pro- 
ceeding to  protect  our  "vital  in- 
terests'" with  all  the  most  power- 
ful killing  weapons  at  our 
disposal  What  a  carnage  of  men, 
women  and  children,  the  likes  ol 
which  this  plantet  has  never  seen 
if  we  allow  this  to  happen  A 
nuclear  war  is  unthinkable' 

Technocracy      Inc  an 

American  research  and  eel 
tional  organization,  contends 
that  tor  this  continent  to  be  in- 
volved in  any  war  whatsoever  off 
the  confines  of  our  land  is  a  total 
outrage  When  we  discard  the  no- 
tion ot  nation-state,  think  Con- 
tinentalism  and  install  the  North 
American  Technological  Social 
Design  America  will  have  made 
the  initial  step  of  war  prevention 
nuclear  or  conventional  To 
organize  any  anti-nuclear  move- 
ment and  leave  intact  the  very  in- 
stitutions that  promote  the  use  ol 
nuclear  weapons  and  all  other 
organised  killing  is  self-defeating 

John  A    Taube 
Rohnert  Park 


H  1     H    A   L   D 
s.int  .i  Rosa ,   Calil  orn  i  a 
3anuar\    6,    I 


Any  war 
is  an 
outrage 

f  ditor: 

I  fie  November  11  seminar 
real  ol  War  "  was  one  of  the 
largest  ot  the  various  anti-nuclear 
activities      and      because      of      its 

pe  ^nv  of  the  most  sue  c  esstul 
On  this  matter  it  would  be 
foolhardy  to  even  question  the 
sincerity  .n\d  dedication  of  the 
overwhelming  majority    But  the 

Subject  oi  war  itselt  is  seldom 
understood  and  a  limited  few  are 
knowled]  »n  it 

Possibly  at   the   very   birth  of 

civilization       wars  had  their  in- 
ception     What     an     ignominious 

start'  t  ontesting  villagers  fought 
tor  others  favorable  lands  and 
livestock;  prisoners  who  made 
reach  slaves  became  part  of  the 
v  f-'or  millennia  wars  and 
slaver)  have  been  two  accepted 
norms  of  mankind  moving  from 
villages  to  city-states  to  nation- 
states  to  alliance  of  nation-states 
changed  little  in  regards  to  these 
norms       In      all      instances      the 
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'Problem  gone* 

EDITOR:    Our  technological 
of  today  may  be  considered  I  OHIpli 

rated  but  insisting  on  its  operation 
with  money  and  the  other  financial 
Instrument!  and  institutions  of  the 
Organic  agrarian  ae,e  of   >.    ■. 

dues  however,  create  Insurmounta 
bie  problems 
Technocracy  Inc  .  an  American 

rest-arch  educational   organization, 
maintains  that   to  continue  in   this 
manner  portends  unnecessary  hard 
ships  and  will  be  devastating  for  a 

great   many  of  our  people 
l'oint  in  question  —  P 

ion  No   t.  San  Francisco,  prohibited 

the  youth,  who  are  residents  of  a 
housing  project,  from  painting  their 
buildings  for  which  they  were  re 
ceiving  $3  50  an  hour  Said  one 
16-year-old  "I  can't  understand 
why  the  big  wheels  (the  union)  won't 
let  us  earn  some  Christmas  money 
and  make  our  homes  look  nicer 
With  some  training,  we  could  even 
become  union  painters  one  of  tin 
days  and  make  $12  an  hour  Indeed, 
in  due  time  their  work  would  have  a 
market  value  of  $480  a  week  as  com- 
pared to  today's  $140.  At  this  pay- 
scale,  who  needs  to  steal  hub-caps' 
However,  the  socio/economics  of 
this  situation  doesn't  end  there  The 
painter's  union  can't  afford  to  have 
more  painters.  There  isn't  enough 
work  for  the  members  it  now  has 
Ah.  the  wisdom  of  Solomon  couldn't 
solve  this  problem 

With  the   installation   of  Techno- 
cracy's Technological  Social  De- 
Bign,  this  vexing  problem  vanisl 
Technocracy's  design  specifies   | 
integration  of  this  continent's  entire 
resources,  technology   and    person- 
nel into  a  one-unit  function .   it    in- 
troduces an  energy,  cost-accountinc; 
system  which  discards  the  concept 
of  money  along  with  all  other  finan- 
cial    instruments    and    institutions 
The  service  requirement  of   adult* 
would  be  on   an   approximate   ratio 
of  only  one  hour  for  every  10  hours 
one  works  today    The   above  pn>b 
lem   simply  evaporates 

Technocracy  has  developed  an- 
swers to  our  seemingly  unsolval 
problems  that  deserve  the  study  of 
all  concerned  Free  literature  is 
available  by  writing  to  me  at  1400 
F.  Cotati  Ave  .  Rohnert  Park,  Cal 
if  .    • 

JOHN  A. TAUBE 
Rohnert  Park 


^Ol/E 


Ms.  Ruth  Wren 

NEW  DIMENSIONS  RADIO 

267  States  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94114 

Dear  Ms.  Wren: 


A 

/ 

John  A.  Taube  (707)  795-8442 

1400  East  Cotati  Avenue  //4 

Rohnert  Park,  California  94928 

February  12,  1982 


I  wish  to  thank  you  for  considering  a  Technocracy  program  for  your  New  Dimen- 
sions series.  Your  committee's  decision  is  that  a  Technocracy  program  at  this 
time  is  not  appropriate.  This  is  a  bit  disappointing  and  I'm  sure  you  under- 
stand our  feelings. 

As  a  member  of  Technocracy,  I  would  say  that  Technocracy  would  have  welcomed 
the  opportunity  of  a  guest  appearance  on  New  Dimensions.  As  conditions  pro- 
gress from  social  instability  towards  economic  chaos,  a  new  concept  must  come 
forward.  Technocracy  still  stands  ready  with  the  only  design  of  social  opera- 
tion capable  of  completely  reversing  today's  accelerating  volatile  instability 
and  also  reversing  the  deteriorating  of  our  country  which  is  going  towards  the 
limit  of  social  tolerance  and  perhaps  war.  Conceivably  we  could  become  a  terminal 
society! 

In  our  telephone  conversation  Thursday,  January  27th,  you  informed  me  of  your 
committee's  decision  but  gave  no  reason  as  to  why.  It  would  be  of  interest 
and  great  value  to  us  if  we  could  understand  the  reason  why  a  discussion  of 
Technocracy's  concepts  was  not  acceptable  to  your  group.  Would  I  be  imposing 
on  you  with  a  request  as  to  the  reasons  for  your  group's  decision?  Be  so  kind 
as  to  drop  me  a  short  note  at  your  convenience. 

Sincerely, 


John  A.  Taube,  member,  Technocracy  Inc, 


cc:  Technocracy  Inc. 
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EXPONENTIAL  GROWTH 


i  xecul  i vc  Board 

SAN  l  RANCISCO  Rl  WING  Assoc  l\l  [ON 

625  Douglass  St  reel 

San  I  ranci sco,  Calll  ornia 

Dear  Board  Members: 


John  a.  raube  (707)  795-8442 
L400  I  asl  I  otal  i  Avenue  //<+ 
Rohnerl  Park,  CaJ Lfornla  949 
February  15,  L982 


One  of  t he  most  fascinating  and  stimulating  slide  programs  thai  we   Ln  the  Bay 
have  been  privileged  to  see  was  the  Or.  Bartlett  present.it  ion.  Both  the  Northern 
California  \ssociation  or  Physics  reachers  and  your  organization  are  to  congratulated 
for  sponsoring  it  and  Vne  excellent  manner  it  w.i ?,  presented. 

Br.  Bartlett  addressed  the  many  problems  arising  from  the  exponent  i.il  yrtjvv t  S  of 
energy  and  population  from  the  all-important  aspect  of  the  "doubling"  effecl  In  a 
given  period  of  time.  This  growth  presents  vexing  and  unsurmoun table  social  problems 
that  must  not  be  ignored.  As  he  expl. lined:  the  ne\t  "doubling"  of  anything,  energy, 

popul.it  ion,  etc.,  is  always  egual  to  the  total  amount  in  all  previous  years  of  "doubl* 
Ing"  times.   Succinctly,  this  is  the  perplexing  aspect  of  unchecked  growth. 

Technocracy  has  spoken  for  many  years  on  this  very  subject;  however  it's  only  half 
the  story.   Our  social  structure,  a  monetary,  merchandising  "Price  System",  is  predi- 
cated on  growth;  it  cannot  tolerate  a  no-growth  phase.   It  must  "grow  or  die!"  All 
banks,  financial  institutions,  industries,  insurance  companies,  etc.  are  inexorably 
tied  to  this  "grow  or  die"  phase  of  our  Price  System.   Or.  Bartlett  explained  why 
society  can  no  longer  tolerate  physical  growth;  but  it  is  important  to  note  tti.it  para- 
doxically our  social  structure  cannot  tolerate  "no-growth ! " 

As  a  follow-up, a  presentation  on  Technocracy's  concepts  might  be  stimulating  and  of 
interest  to  your  group,  and  Technocracy  offers  informal  "non-political"  talks.   Mr. 
Reo  McCaslin,  the  Director  and  an  authorized  speaker  for  Technocracy,  would  address 
the  physical  aspect  of  our  pressing  problems  occasioned  by  exponential  growth.   tech- 
nocracy provides  speakers  to  educational  institutions,  service  clubs  and  groups  such 
as  yours;  there  is  no  fee  involved. 

Your  brochure  stated  that  your  next  Board  Meeting  is  March  10th;  if  this  letter  could 
be  presented  at  that  meeting,  we  would  be  interested  in  your  reaction. 

A  copy  of  this  letter  is  going  to  each  of  the  officers  listed  on  your  Jjrochure.   We 
always  welcome  constructive  observations  and  would  like  to  hear  from  each  of  you. 

Respectfully, 


John  A.  Taube,  member,  Technocracy  Inc, 
cc:  Dr.  A.  Bartlett,  Dr.  C.  Hardin,  Technocracy  Inc. 
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Hi-.   I  i  li    Sleg<  I  ,   Pub]  i<     M  i  lohn      \.    raube     (  707 )    79 

•  ,i  ion  i  M  \  I'tiiD  i  jsi    (  otat  i    \venue  //*» 

i  shleman  Mil  J  ,   Room    >J  1  Rohnert    Pai  k,  ,<   .1  i  i  oi  ni  i 
ilty   ol    I  ii  LfornJ  i  I  ebru 

,   CalJ  loini.i  94720 

Mi  .   Siegi  i : 

I  recently  spoke  with  one  ol  your  staff,  [Joan  in.  ,  about  the  feasibility  ol  a  represen- 

i  I  cci 1 1 km  i  .i.  \  Inc.  being  Interviewed  on  youi  |     i.  ik .  )  n       Led  this 
ei  .i  I ong  with       iterial  mi  l<  chno<  ra<  )   . 

i  i.  \  w.i  ,.,,i  itcd  i  .  i  i .  ,i  .iii,,  educational |  non  profit  organization  In  1933 » 

[I   concept   in  is  valid  today  as  then.  Considei  this  --  when  260, 000  di  monst ratoi  \ 
i,i,..!  In  Washington,  D.C.  demanding  101     M  WfAM  IPOS ! ,  the)  probably 
ill   ii.  tremendous  Impact  ol  sophisticated,  robotic  automation  and  tl 

,  .  ..I  Laboi  (employment)  has  been  cl  Iminated  in  this  technology •  \1- 
f ler,  tn  i,i  i  book,  i  .  confirms  this  as  a  fact  when  he  stated  that 

popu  I  .i  t  i  on  produci  -..ill 

.  thlrsl  for  "30BS!"  be  fulfilled?  Should  the  unemployed  become  1980s  Luddites  and 
to  the  "i"  -man,  one-plow,  one-mule,  one-acre  farms  to  the  hand-tool  crafts?  Do 
i  illy  want  "JOBS!"?  Serfs  and  slaves  had  total  employment;  they  didn't  go  out 

Vctually  what  people  want  (and  need)  Ls  purchasing  power!  Wherein 
isic  pi   i  m?  rechnology,  In  a  money -merchandising  "Price  System"  pi 
ol  ibli  pi     .  that  ii  not  resolved  can  generate  to  a  point  that  i*e 
i   ociety ! 

i-  ills  technical  in  nature,  bul  gather  result  from  attempting  to 
rv<  for  conditions  totally  beyond  Its  capabilities.  Our  "Prlci  System" 
capa<  Lty  for  .i  viable  solution  to  the  problems  Implicit  in  our  technological  •  ■ 
icy  has  st  ited  for  m,m>  years  that  the  North  \merican  Continent  Ls  too 
idministrated  by  a  political/business  hegemony.   I"he  article  EMP— ANOTHER  THKI  A I  In 
lo  raj  bears  on  that  point.   \lso  enclosed  for  youi 

irticle  Reorganizing      tlnent  which  outlines  a  Design  For  21st  Cent 

has  d<  v •  Loped  a  program  compa tiblc  with  our  mod< irn  society  tha 
it  tent ion  ol  ill  concerned  people.   If  you  would  care  to  Interview  a      on tat  J 
o  i  im,  kindly  cont  ict  Director  Reo  McCaslin,  rechno 
i  Street,  San  I  1 1  'I  .  Phone:  (M  5)  75  !        ?2J  -2470. 

• 

i  i  m  I  i  . 

lohn   \ .  I.i. 
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I  r  '  :■      thf  KGO  radio  program  which  had  you  on  •• 

i  air.  I  very  quest  Loi  prom|     rid  dJ  - 

I  am  i  member  of  I  . .  an  educationaJ  n 

t it  ommenl  i     vant  to  the 

If  I  remembei  lilton  Friedman  and  I  paraphase,  "Thi 

bus  "profits!"  And  Indeed,  as  you  aptly  put  it  ii  busine; 

,i  two  percent  deductible  expense  or  Lts<  If  that  yo< 
Long  i  in,  c  n  actually  generate  "profits."  Do  J  do  ju 

Tec  iave  no  quarrel  with  your  stand.  However,  rechnocracy,  in  i 

.pectrum  of  our  social  structure  finds  the  point  of  your 
to  be  irrelevant.  What  is  relevant  is  that  our  monetary,  merchandj     "Price  S\ 

is  run  its  course!  A  Price  System  defined:  a  society  thai  effects  its  distri- 
of  goods  and  services  by  means  of  a  system  of  trade  or  commerc      I  on  com- 
;on  and  employing  any  form  of  debt  tokens,  or  money,  constitutes  a 
Price  System.   Technocracy  takes  its  stand  that  our  Price  System  has  run  its  ( 

"technological  age"  such  as  ours  and  a  "Price  System"  .11         incor, 
bil<  ge  precludes  the  use  of  a  medium  of  exchani  in 

its  place,  in     ner  of  speaking,  a  method  of  balanced  Jo. id  operation.  Technocracy 
proposes  the  f.nergy  Certificate  as  a  medium  of  distribution  (not  exchange)  to 
cili      his  method  since  ii  is  the  most  efficient  >n.i>  to  move  goods  1  rem  inv< 
to  con sum 

Inclosed  '      1  inspection  is  Technocracy's  pamphlet  the  I  nerg\  Certi  f  i<-  ■ '  . 
nocracy  always  welcomes  constructive  observations  and  your  comments,  I  am  sure,  will 

•  kind  as  to  drop  mi      ort  note 


Respectful iy , 


John  A.  faube,  member,  Inc. 


:-V-.:\'C' 


Mr.  i  .  Robertson 

101  ■»  c.i>  i.      ' .     .     ,     uite  1J 
i  os  An  ;<•]<   .,      ,i  Lfornia  90024 

De  ir  Mr.  I         rtson: 


lohn     A.    raube     (707)   79 

1400     East     («.'••.  //'♦ 

Rohnerl    Park,      ilifornJ 

J.uuj.iry    15,     \y 


Your  artJ  •!<•  in  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  Danuary  6th  was  e>     Ly  Lnterestln 

r  of  technocracy  [nc,  which  Incorporated  Ln  March  L933  is 
research,  non-s   u      lanization  and  per  from  tl 

background  wil]  be  of  value  to  you. 

^iir-  article  spoke  of  a  society  iii  which  cooperative  endeavors  do  not  preclude  ■> 

in  human  nature*   Indeed,  human  behavior  i'  .1  function  of  the  envii 
in  .i  "lousy"  environment!  "lousy"  actions,  anti-  ns,  in 

the  norm,  manytimes  handsomely  rewarded  and  mistakenly  considered  to  be  human 

nature.   [n  reality,  it  is  human  behavior  acquiescing  to  the  social  structure. 
A  mere  superficial  modification  of  the  social  structure  changes  nothing;  metaphori- 
cally speaking,  such  an  endeavor  is  tantamount  to  realigning  the  chairs  of  the 
Tit  ler  to  correct  its  problem.   An  introduction  of  a  new  social  struct 

is  an  entirely  different  matter. 

You  spoke  of  a  moneyless  society.   In  the  enclosed  article,  Reorganizing  A  Continent, 
written  in  1959,  is  Technocracy's  proposed  moneyless  society.   It  explains  the 
Integration  of  this  Continent's  entire  resources,  technology  and  personnel  into 
a  one-unit-function  by  which  the  needs  for  anti-social  activities  don't  exist  and 
therefore  simply  evaporate. 

Technocracy  encourages  all  constructive  observations  and  1  would  beespeciall>  in- 
ter     in  your  comments.   Be  so  kind  as  to  drop  me  a  short  note  at  your  convenien 


Respect  I  oily, 


• 


&o>  LV-  ,  J«* 


John   \.  faube,  member,  Techno-      [nc, 
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C.S.  dfilJ  Lama 

ft limit    Street 
Needles,  California  92  \6  I 

Hi ,  -in  rord: 


John  \.  raube  (707)  795-8442 
L400  i  ..m  Cotal  i  Vvenue  ilk 
Rohnerl  Park,  CalJ  fornia  'jv>,'s 
January  .'7,  L982 


Received  your  recent  letter  and  .is  usuaJ  l  am  Impressed  with  the  continuous  and 
tine  work  you  do  in  behalf  of  Technocracy •  There  la  one  matter  th.it  deserves 

some  thought. 

You  ran  an  advertisement  "Technocracy  or  Reaganomics?"   This  conveys  a  wrong  im- 
pression of  Technocracy;  it  is  the  tactics  of  the  splinter  "pressure"  groups  who 
are  focusing  their  hate  and  attention  on  Reaganomics  because  they  don't  know  any 
better.   Technocracy  knows  better  and  focuses  its  attention  on  the  obsolescern 
and  inadeguacies  of  the  Price  System. 

We  in  Technocracy  do  not  get  intricately  involved  in  the  details  of  the  present 
administration  (Reaganomics)  whose  valiant  but  futile  endeavors  to  keep  the  Price 
System  intact  does  not  differ  essentially  from  other  administrations.   The  present 
administration  is  not  a  "monster;"  its  leader  merely  is  a  decent  but  a  second  rate 
ex-movie  actor  who  excels  in  reading  clue  cards. 

However,  the  present  administration  is  in  a  "no-win"  situation.   They  are  determined 
to  cut  taxes  and  lower  the  budget;  this  policy  is  responsible  for  their  successful 
election  into  office  and  they  are  resolute,  adament  and  forceful  on  this  matter. 
But  ironically,  the  more  they  try  to  cut  taxes  and  lower  the  budget,  the  more  they 
are  forced  to  raise  both  drastically.   The  impact  of  technology  and  the  current  ro- 
botic automation  is  devastating  and  is  rocking  the  foundation  of  our  Price  System 
like  never  before.   Its  stoic  advocates  are  running  out  of  gimmicks  to  shore  it  up; 
it's  a  "no-win"  situation.   All  signs  indicate  that  the  Price  System  has  run  its 
course. 

Technocracy  has  never  lacked  in  the  understanding  of  the  inadeguacies  of  our  Prii 
System;  but  what  accounts  for  its  concepts  not  being  generally  accepted?  Perhaps 
the  prevalent  saturated  social  moronity  is  responsible;  and  this  accounts  for  Scott1', 
statement  --  never  in  history  have  a  people  been  so  unprepared  for  what  it  has  to 
face ! 


Cheers, 


"■• 


£••£  ■  V 


Mr.  Jim  Deacove,  President 
LANARK  HILLS  FOUNDATION,  [NC, 
Ontario,  Canada  K7H  3C6 


John      A.     I.iubc 


Feb.    i,    I 


i*+ou  I  -isl  Cotati    Kvenue  IA 
Rohnerl    Pai    .      ill  fornia  9^928 


Hi,  Jim: 

How  gratifying  it  was  to  receive  your  January  24th  Letter  which  commented  <>>•  m>  t\ 
pieces  of  materia]  "Some  Thoughts"  and  "A  Threat  Of  Nuclear  War!"  IMs  Lettei  nvllJ  pJ 
up  on  a  few  other  observations* 

You  mentioned  "freedom."   VS  we  know,  freedom  is  an  abstl    .  not  i  "thing;*1 
best  it  is  just  an  abstractionupon  which  to  ponder.   Consider  this:  in  November  1  went 
to  our  leehnocracy  (12237-1)  membership  meeting  in  San  Francisco  which  Ls  50  mil<   fl 
my  home.   It  was  r.iininq  severely ;  the  windshield  wipers  at  their  top  speed  htrdJ. 
ail  the  w.iter  and  it  was  extremely  cold.   What  does  this  trip  have  have  to  do  with  "freedom?" 
My  grandparents  three  generations  back  wouldn't  have  even  dared  to  ventured  out  in  weather 
like  that;  and  even  on  good  days  it  would  have  been  a  difficult  two  day  trip  with  a  "1 a>- 
over"  half  way  there.  Compared  to  them  --  I  made  the  trip  in  one  hour,  was      ibly  warm, 
and  had  comforts  that  didn't  even  exist  at  their  time.   Five  generations  back,  my  grand- 
parents never,  I  am  sure,  went  beyond  50  miles  from  their  place  of  birth,  if  that  far!   \s  to 
the  meeting:  calculate  the  amount  of  wood  of  100  years  ago  needed  to  be  chopped  in  ordei 
for  people  to  have  enjoyed  the  temperature  we  did?  Society  certainly  gains  by      rching 
freedom  from  the  physical  factors. 

Another  letter  mentioned  "love."  Love  also  is  an  abstract  and  not  a  "thing."  Howevi 
love  considered  physically  is  a  function  of  the  environment.   The  people  in  the  Dormer  Party 
were  as  loving  as  any,  but  they  ate  their  dead  companions!   Given  the  same  people  in  more 
favorable  circumstances,  they  would  have  acted  with  correspondingly  more  "love".  Indeed  *v 
one  looks  at  the  emotion  of  love  from  the  physical  factors,  one  gets  a  relatively  clear* 
understanding.   Philosophy,  parapsychology,  the  occult,  etc.  are  interesting,  but  man> times 
they  merely  confuse.   Society  certainly  gains  by  researching  love  from  the  physical  factors. 

Again,  another  consideration  of  "love."  in  his  book,  Friendly  Fascism,  Uertrum  Cross 
states  that  the  people  in  the  slums  commit  three  times  more  crimes  against  each  other  tl 
people  who  live  more  affluently.   I  am  sure  that  you  will  agree  that  we  don't  need  philoso- 
phy, parapsychology,  the  occult  or  even  a  paradigm  shift  to  realize  that  by  merely  changing 
physical  factors  the  problem  of  the  slums  has  a  simple  solution.  Again,  societs  certainly 
gains  by  researching  love  from  the  physical  factors.  ^^ 

An  interesting  point:  is  conscience  the  word  of  God  or  fear  of  the  police?  if  it  is 
the  former,  then  it  is  the  purview  of  philosophy,  parapsychology,  the  occult,  a  paradigm  shift, 
etc.   If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  the  latter,  then  it  can  be  approached  by  the  physicaJ 
factors  involved,  and  with  an  appropiate  life  style,  fear  of  the  police  tends  towards  zero. 
As  Scott  suggested,  none  but  the  mentally  deranged  steal  from  a  "free  lunch."   \gain,  soci' 
certainly  gains  by  researching  this  matter  from  the  physical  factors. 

You  seem  very  apprehensive  of  "ambition"  and  the  "competitive  nature  of  people"  in 
Technocracy's  proposed  social  structure, a  Technate.  A  short  while  back  I  was  playing  tenni  . 
and  both  my  competitor  and  myself  lacked  nothing  in  either  of  these  two  gualities.   Childi 
in  kindergarden  display  both  of  these  two  gualities  in  order  to  receive  a  mere  "gold  Mar." 
These  two  limited  example^  are  iiol  sufficient  upon  wnich  to  establish  a  premise,  but  I 
more  one  studies  this  problem,  if  it  should  be  considered  a  problem,  the  more  precise  it 
becomes  that  with  the  removal  or  our  present  social  structure,  our  Price  System,  and  its 
monetary  "hang-ups,"  these  two  gualities  will  make  noticeable  contributions  of  useful  service 
to  society.   Indeed  the  Technate  will  merely  open  up  various  socially  acceptable  directions 
for  both  ambition  and  competition,  and  again  we  can  say  that  society  gains  by  researching 
this  matter  from  the  physical  factors. 

I  N\ould  appreciate  from  you  and  anyone  some  comments  on  the  above. 

Sincerely, 


■^H^M^^^B 
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m*m+mk+mi    n   wii n*m*i***U*k 


— - 


Mr.  Dohn  Sheldon,  ContinentaJ  Director 
rECHNOCRAO  [NC. 
/annah,  Ohio  kWb 

Greet  tnga  John : 


3ohn  \.  raube  (707)  795-fi 
HtfX)  I  ast  Col  .it  I   toenue  M 
Rohnert  Park,  CaJ  Lfornia  ?ty 
Danuary  11,  1'.- 


1  reeJ  obligated  to  send  you  the  enclosed  zero*  Letter,  th<  original  senl  to 
Roger  Werner. 

Roger  i '.  in  the  process  or  writing  a  book  on  rechnocracy.  1  wish  to  expn 
some  thoughts  on  it. 

1.  If  It  is  in  complete-  accord  with  the  bod\  of  Lhou(|liL  of  Techno*  | 
built  on  the  three  postulates  of  science  plus  Technocracy 's  postulate  -- 
the  book  will  be  the  greatest  project  for  rechnocracy  in  the  last  ^'0  years 
or  so.  Technocracy,  as  an  organization,  has  made  no  strides  forward  in  the 
past  two  decades,  and  this  is  understandable  to  a  person  who  is  knowled 
able  on  the  premise  of  Technocracy.   However,  a  book  with  .)  precise  e\  llua- 
tion  of  the  current  events  of  our  Price  System,  related  to  both  the  analy- 
sis and  synthesis  of  Technocracy  --  its  effects  wouid  be  coiossal.   Hats  of  I 
to  Roger! 

2.  If  on  the  other  hand,  the  book  is  some  sort  of  a  parascientif ic 'mumble  - 
jumblcfull  of  pseudo-scientific  Jargon  but  beautifully  written,  and  therefore 
deviating  from  basic  Technocracy,  it  will  have  two  results:  (a)  It  will  be 

a  best  seller  because  the  mass  of  people  relish  material  that  leans  to  para- 
science,  parapsychology,  paraphysics,  etc.  --  all  of  which  contradict  thai 
there  is  order  in  the  universe.   I  am  told  that  Scott  could  have  sold  out 
Technocracy  for  a  few  pieces  of  gold;  others  will  sell  it  out  through 
ignorance;  (b)  If  such  a  book  is  officially  approved  b>  Technocracy,  it  would 
be  the  final  nail  in  the  coffin  of  Technocracy  --  lights  out,  good  bye! 

I  suggest  that  the  book  be  reviewed  by  yourself,  Ray  Segars,  and  Walt  fr\crs. 


Cheers, 


John 


cc:  Ray  Segars,  Wall  Fryers,  Roger  Werner 
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Hi ,  Roger 


Jot,.,  I.  raube  (71 
l'foo  i  asl  I  otal  i        #4 
Rohnert  Park,  California 
Decembei  JO,  L98J 


Your  December  24th  Letter  was  undoubtedly  the  greatesl  surprise  Lettei  thai 
I  have  ever  received,  Most  icciinocr.it'.  are  above  unne  r>  outrlghl  and/ 
or  implied  Lnnuendos.   if  .1  deranged  person  was  to  calJ  the  subject  mattei 

of  my  letter  obtuse,  it  would  be  understandable. 

My  time  is  very  limited  but  I  shall  spare  a  bit  for  .1  couple  comments. 
state,  "So  your  discussion,  (referring  to  my  letter)  it  it  is  to  be  taken 
seriously,  is  a  matter  of  semantics  and  nothing  more."   II  one  did  or  did 
not  take  my  discussion  serious,  that  wQuld  depend  on  if  the  person  had  the 
mentaJ  capacity  or  lacks   it;  but  that  that  person's  problem.   in  regard  to 
semantics,  in  one  of  his  books,  Garrett  Hardin  told  about  a  person  who  s.iid 
that  Hardin's  statement  was  "only"  semantics.   Hardin  agreed  but  asked,  *»h> 
"only. "  Two  books  on  semantics:  The  Power  of  Words  by  Steward  Chase  and 
Science  and  Sanity  by  Alfred  Korzybski.   Chase  instructs  people  to  sp' 
less  time  on  details,  grammar  and  sentence  structure  and  decidedly  moi 
meaning.   That's  semantics!   Take  your  choise  --  understandinq  or  gadfly. 

Well,  so  much  for  that  and  I  shall  with  regrets  honor  you  reguest  and  not 
send  copies  of  your  letter  to  anyone. 

1  reciprocally  send  you  holiday  greetings  and  may  the  bird  of  paradise  be  a 
constant  visitor  to  your  place  of  abode. 

Cheers, 


HP 


■.-y  *■'•,'■», 
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3ohn  \.  raube         r  15,  J 9B I 
1400  i  .  i  otat  i  As-  . .   ihnerl  Park,  CA  9*928 
Hi,  Roger: 

Your  letter  \;\   which  you  Introduced  the  tern  "gadfly"  to  me  was  received  and  1 

appreciate  the  position  you  had  taken.  Hopefully,  this  Lett<         igaln  I     .un 

with  the  thought  fli'i'f  tli.it  term  is  appropriate  for  i 

1  muddled  through  the  hook  "The  Strui     it  Scientific  Revolution;     •   ?5 
,  <i   nothing  out  of  it  and  now  shall  pu1  it  aside • 

On  page  88,  the  author  muddles  phllosoph)  into  \(  i*  ic<  .  when  on.  dic- 

tionary for  .in  understanding  of  philosophy  and  science,  one  can  come  up  with  I  ime 
conclusion  but  with  a  concern  for  the  matter  of  science  where  pre<  Ls  paramount, 
then  the  author  has  no  excuse  (Or  not  following  the  dictates  of   scientific  '"    •■''  • 

On  page  93  --  the  author  talks,  or  better  still,  takes  n  position  on  political 
revolutions.  Most  political  revolutions  are  nol  revolutions  --  they  mej 
change  of  players.  The  war  of  1776  commonly  referred  to  as  the  Revolul         :  what 
basic  changes  were  made?  Merely  exchanging  players,  right?  J  have  aski        i rom 
time  to  time,  why  was  the  war  of  1776  fought,  and  none  have  (jiven  a  precise 
[tie  idea  of  "taxation  with  representation"  fades  into  the  air  when  one  stmts  counting. 
Just  to  give  one  figure  --  2055  of  the  population  were  slaves  who  couldn't  vote  and  we  could 
(jo  on  and  on.   J  stop  here  on  this  for  the  lack  of  time. 

On  page  95  --  the  author  says  that  one  cannot  settle  a  new  paradigm  by  Logic  or 
experiments  alone...  and  adds  more  on  the  next  few  pages  on  it  and  scientific  revolutions. 
■ii'll  --  there  were  no  revolutions!  What  shall  we  say  about  the  beginning  of  science? 
lor  convenience  let's  say  it  started  when  the  unknown  scientist  disco,     'hat  .i  seed  has 
innate  ability  to  germinate  and  there  is  no  spiritual  forces  involved.   But  that  men 
treed  man  (woman)  from  one  "hang-up."  Continuously,  through  science,  has  leer;  freeing 
mankind  from  a  belief  that  "vital  forces,"  some  mystical  something  is  out  there  punishi 
or  controling  our  lives.  Hut  there  has  been  an  intermingling  of  sci<     ind  philosophy; 
science  is  relatively  a  new  word.  Science  has  really  cone  into  its  own  in  the  Last  100  to 
150  years. 

Something  about  this  author  --  (1)  paradigm  and  paradigm  shift:  what's  it  all  aboul 
Do  we  need  new  words  or  expressions?  Do  they  really  convey  a  new  coi        r  do  tf 
merely  confuse?  The  author  never  uses  the  expression  --  "the  Laws  (principles)  i 
and  one  wonders  why  not?   Is  science  the  determination  of  the  most  |  is  it  not 

dynamic?  As  more  research  reveals  that  a  certain  com     i  not  valid,         revolu- 
tion?  1  think  not!   It  is  merely  progress.   Jacob  Bronowske  says  that  man,  tl 
in  the  animal  kingdom,  is  the  onl\  animal  that  had  a  cultural  (.'volution         '  .  wh.it 
it  is  all  about.   (2)  The  author  usee!  the  tern  "logic"  --  well,  logir      useful  tool 
but  merely  to  proceed  on  to  experimentation.  Science  can  start  from  n.;      -.ts,  but  it  mus 
end  up  \sith  expernx:n  t  a  t  ion ;  if  it  doesn't  --  it  is  not  science.   It  could  be  spiritual, 
philosophy  or  whatever  but  not  science. 


. 


John 
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John   A.  I.iube,  kohnort  H.irk, 


Nov.  5,  I. 


Hi,  kogor, 

l  enjoyed  your  last  lecture  but  there  are  •  <  few  point',  thai  are  not  clear  to  me,  SO  I 
played  the  tape  of  your  talk.  You  used  the  terms  paradigm  shift  and  conscious  awaren< 
While  both  are  Interesting,  this  letter  will  concentrate  on  conscious  awareness  and  I  shall 

drop    the    COnSCiOUS    as    i    can't    find     it     Ol     <m\     value     in    rel.it  ion    to    .wv.ireness. 

How  aware  are  North  Americans?  Your  talk  had  (Our  non-Technocrats  in  attendance  --  two 

you  brought  and  two  eighty  years  old  people  that  I  had  met  the  day  before  and  brought*   In  re- 
sponse to  sour  talk,  five  questions  were  adked  and  none  of  them  came  from  <i  non-Technocrat*  in 
the  various  fairs  that  this  Section  had  its  information  booth,  we  talked  to  thousands  of  people 

--  where  are  they'.'  Certainly  riot  .it  our  meetings!   The  Long  lle.ieh  Section  spent  $146  • 00  on  ad- 
vertisement for  a  Reo  McCaslin  talk  and  two  non-Technocrats  attended*  Because  of  a  series  of 
house  meetings  at  my  home,  nine  people  became  Technocrats;  they  ranged  from  lb  to  7.""  in  age*  A 
phenonemal  record!   liut  were  arc  they  now?  Two  are  left  --  one  60  years  old  and  the  other  72. 
One  has  never  been  to  SHQ;  the  other  made  one  single  trip  to  SIIQ  and  when  I  ask  him  if  he 
comiiui  again; he  tells  me  it  is  too  far  but  he  has  gone  on  vacations  of  thousands  of  mil*  . 

I  could  go  on  and  on  and  on.   Awareness!   Scott  was  too  kind  when  he  stated  that  never  in 
history  are  a  people  so  unprepared  for  what  they  have  to  face.   Jim  Davidson  was  more  exact 
and  far  less  kind  when  in  the  enclosedletter ,  he  states  "the  present  conditioned  social  moronity 
(is)  saturating  today's  society." 

Look  around  you!   Wh.it  do  you  see  and  what  is  the  condition  of  Technocracy?  Before  this 
year,  1  never  was  in  any  Section  other  than  ours  and  what  did  i  find  when  1  visited  other  Sec- 
tions? Cveryone  trying  to  stay  alive!   At  one  particular  house  meeting  in  my  home,  we  had  one 
non-Technocrat.   In  comparison,  a  certain  pressure,  protest  group  in  this  area  had  7000  in  at- 
tendance when  Helen  Caldicott  spoke  on  anti-nuclear  power  and  weapons.   These  pressure,  protest 
groups  .ire  totally  ignorant  of  how  and  why  we  became  a  welfare-warfare  state  commencing  in  the 
1930s.   The)  are  all  alike,  only  differing  in  degree;  they  all  contend  that  our  "Price  System" 
modified  to  their  specifications  is  the  solution  to  our  country's  problems.   You  can  rest  as- 
sure that  in  the  last  ditch  stand  of  preserving  our  "Price  System",  their  moronity  will  be  out 
standing.   Speaking  of  awareness,  is  there  one  person,  active  or  passive  in  these  groups,  Tri- 
lateral Commission  included  with  them,  that  is  aware  of  the  basic  problem  of  this  Continent? 
When  1  hear  of  Technocrats  who  are  active  in  these  groups, instead  of  applying  their  efforts  to 
Technocracy ,  I  wonder  about  them.   Scott  said  the  last  resort  of  the  incompetent  and  stupid 
was  to  become  a  Liberal.   He  stopped  short  of  calling  them  morons! 

The  concepts  of  leelmocracy  are  as  valid  today  as  they  were  at  its  inception  during  the 
Cre.it  Depr      i.   Perhaps  more  so!   Still  Technocracy,  to  use  a  metaphor,  is  like  a  candle  whose 
Light  is  blinkering,  read)  to  qo  out.   To  permit  this  to  occur  would  be  disastrous!   Technocracy 
is  the  only  organization  that  realizes  that  technology  is  the  1 ife-support-s> stem  whereby  we 
Live  and  that  nil  lions  of  tons  of  food,  BTUs  of  energy,  potable  water,  etc.  must  be  fed  con- 
stants to  .ill  cities,  large  and  small.   When  this  brakes  down  --  lights  out  --  good  b\e' 

There  ^\rc    those  Technocrats  who  have  become  dormant,  who  criti/e  a  particular  SHQ  and/or 
CHQ,  or  have  left  the  organization.   Let  them  and  forgot  them!   Just  keep  plugging  along.   The 
odds  are  extremely  low  that  "the  present  conditioned  social  moronity  (that  is)  saturating  to- 
day's society"  will  change.   But  there  are  only  two  ways  to  go  --  keep  plugging  along  or  join 
the  moron  majority.   I'm  proud  to  be  a  Technocrat!   1  feel  fortunate  to  have  heard  Howard  Scott, 
to  be  active  in  Technocracy  and  to  know  my  fellow  Technocrats  like  Jim  Davidson. 


Cheers, 


John  A.  Taube 
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in     A.   1  I '   l'*»    1 

•  it  i 
rt  Park,  ( a  >928 

Hi   Rog 

rhe  other  day  on  the  radio  there  waa  r<  •  •  '  iention  ol  the  "paradJ  in  ihift"  and  it 
ipted  me  to  revie**  I   Vquarlan  Conspiracy  b>  Marilyn  Ferguson*  As  '      ■  ict  de- 
rinition  ol  thia  term,  it  La  Impossible  to  find;  shi  Leaves  one  yp  Ln  the  air.  though 
she  writes  prol   ty ^  fch<  I  •  .      ;he  sti  '    "A  paradigm  La  .1  scheme  for  understand- 
ing and  explaining  certain     ts  of  reality. • .Usually  a1  the  point  of  crisis  someone 
a  great  heretical  Idea*  A  powerful  new  insight  explains  the  appai      ti  itiiotlons. . .  (and 
lion  ol  '  opens  to  us  when  we  .ire  quietly  vigilaht  rather  than  busily  think/fj 

i  planning... Deep  inner  (paradigm)  shifts  may  occur  in  response  to  disciplined  contempla- 
tion, grave  illness,  wilderness  treks,  peak  emotions,  creative  effort,  spiritual   exer- 
cises, controlled  breathing,  techniques  for  'inhibiting  thought,'  psychedelics,  movement, 

llation,     Lc,  hypnttsis*,  meditation,  reverie,  and  in  the  wake  of  int-  L<    iaJ 

struggle. ..Scattered  brotherhoods,  religious  orders  .md  small  groups  explored  what  seemed  0 
be  ordinary  beaches  of  conscious  (paradigm  shift)  experience.  In  their  doc- 
trines, they  sometimes  wrote  of   the  Liberating  quality  of  their  insights."  One  gath' 

that  paradigm  shifts  are  based  on  the  occuit,  employing  spiritual  .md  mystic  experiences.  

signing  it  some  value,  one  -.till  asksfr,  virho  needs  this  when  we  have  '.lie  "scienti  f  icily 
thod"?  This  method  --  a  competent  0      1  critic, illy  notes  .md  examines  a  certain 
phenomonon,  and  then  performs  experiments  Ln  order  to  rt  ifcti  .1  conclusion  which  is  sub' 
confirmed  h>  his  p    .   So  this  establishes  a  fact  --  a  fact  is  a  close  agreement  based  on 
a  series  of  observations  of  the  same  phenomonon  by  competent  observers.   What  more  is 

led?  Can  the  paradigm  shift  be  incorporated  into  the  scientific  method  for  any  useful 
purpose?   I  think  not. 

Who  has  the  distinction  of  being  the  first  scientist  (technologist)?   The  person's 
name  is  lost  in  antiquity.   A  genious,  the  Howard  Scott  of  that  day,  observed  that  a  cer- 
tain part  of  a  plant  (we  call  a  'seed')  is  the  embryo  and  it  could  be  gathered  and  planted 
at  will.   This  person,  or  maybe  another,  applying  the  scientific  method  of  critical  noting 
and  examining  to  the  application  of  water  to  plant  life.   They  are  responsible  for  the 
quantom  leap  of  mankind  from  the  gatherer  and  hunter  to  the  villager,  or  to  what  is  referred 
to  the  change  from  the  savage  (?)  to  civilization  (?).   Indeed  the  "technological  elitists! 

Probably  then,  as  today,  there  are  those  who  want  to  regress.   Probably   those  of  that 
time  used  the  same  expressions  as  are  used  currently  --  the  good-old-days,  they  were  h 
complicated,  we  don't  need  the  tcchnolo  back  to  the  serenity,  the  peaceful 

romantic  Life  of  yesterday;  let's  go  back  to  simple  solar  energy  of  our  grandparents  and 
have  the  pristine  era.   While  these  people  opt  for  this  lifestyle,  Technocracy  doesn't  in- 
volve itself  in  this  or  other  "Price  System"  quarrels  as  we  an  familiar  with  the  irr-  - 
versible  physical  trends. 

Cheers, 
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11515  39  Ave., 
Edmonton,   Alta. 
T6J  0M5 


Jehn  Tuube, 

lAOO  E.  Cotati  Av«.,   #4, 

Rohnert  Park,   CA     94928 

Gre  etlng3  John: 

1.     Your  note  of  n  Nov  rec-ived,  with  enclosures. 
Letler  to  Editor,   on  which  you  ask  my  comm'*nt8. 


One  item  was  9  draft 


of  goods  and  services    (notwithstanding  CHQ's 
(our  definition  of  'etaindanca1  must  be  -  th* 


2.  The  subject  of  your  letter  is  that  perennial  question:      "What  about 
incentive?"     Such  questions  usually  arise  aft«r  the  questioner  has  heard 
a  presentation  of  the  synthesis  of  Technocracy  in  which  it  is  explained 
thut:      (1)   *lorth  America  has  the  potential  to  produce  a  credible  abundance 

current  'scarcity  psychosis') 
supply  of  conauitables     of 

. ^-.i'^ ';,_'._/ Lfl|  Lfl  mffj  dent  quantity   and  variety  I  ./•.■•_     ro- 

duction  of  exchange  values  and  exchange  techniques.     These  goods  and  ser- 
vices mist  be   •system  compatible'.     That  is,  the  horse  and   tuggy  would 
not  be  a  permissible  form  of  urban  transportatio  n,   for  instance  -  it 
irn't  now.  of  course  -  and  electrical  applicunces  must  be     HOV  or  229V,  AC, 
etc.   etc,)      (2)     Abundance  destroys  values,   exchange  values,  nil  monetary 
criteria.     i3^xJbarriuoci3igxy«»«rxHr:adq^ 

ccglxKfajoregidiagxfcacccaBWMMirieMxx  (3)     Abundance  cannot  be  subdivided; 
hence  purcha  ing  power  must  be  assignel  to  all  citizens  equally  as  a  right 
citizenship,  (individual  life    ;tyiee  end   therefore  purchases,  would 
-j  with  the  individual,  of  course.)      (4.)     Purchasing  power  must     e 
Measured  and  assigned  in  terms  of  the  energy  cost  of  providing  the  con- 
sumables, hence  in  energy  units  of  suitable  dimension.     The  Energy 
Certificate  or  Distribution  Certificate  provides  a  record  system  for 
both  individual  and  cumulative  demands  on  the  system  for  energy  and 
for  specific  goods  and  services,  etc. 

3.  Only  after  it  is  tood  I  trobftsJ  f%T  would  be  assigned 
equally  to  all  citizens  as  a  right  of  citizenship  does  the  question  urise 
about  incentive.     Somehow  then,  your  letter  should  explain  the  question 
before  rjnawerin,.        i                      bha't  I  •  reader  ioes  not  have  the  back- 

?und  beforehand,  so  to  speak.     It  can  probably  be  done  much  more  simply 
than  my  sequence  above  • 

4.  There  are  many  examples  of  man's  activities  where  incentive  is  absent 
or  insignificant.     Every  speaker  and  writer  has  his  favorites.     Soue  cite 
children's  play  as  an  example.     Others  mention  the  motivation  of  the  artist. 
Or  the  scientist.     Or  the  cr&ftsman,  etc.      I  sometimes  m"  the  motivation 
that  induces  a  aoldier  to  fight  and  die.     It  is  not  comensurate  —try  Monetary 
rewjferd.     Perhaps  it  is  the  team  of  which  he  is  a  part-  his  buddy.     Or  larger 
concepts   of  survival  for  his  family,   culture,  etc.     Whatever  it  is,  the 
soldier's  motivation  is  not  of  the   'incentive'   variety.     The  word    'incentive' 
should  perhaps  be  assigned  a  restrictive  definition  such  es  Scotfused: 
•Incentive  is  the  monetary  reward  that  induces  a  chiseller  to  trim  a  sucker..' 
And j in  contrasty^e^hasize  the  meny  other  motivations  of  man:     peer  group 
pressures,  mate  seeking  and  mate  pleasing,   craftsmanship,  musical  ability, 
prestige  seeking,   curiousity,  artistic  abil  ty,  etc.  etc.  etc. 
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5.   There  is  u  great  deal  of  conform* bil it/  built  into  the  human  character. 
In  sociology  they  sometimes  call  is  the  •socializing'  of  the  child  and  adult. 
One  writer  (Heil tronner)  suggests  we  get  it  with  ou  r  •mother's  milk',  so  to 
speak.  We  learn  the  game  and  donform  for  the  rewards  we  expect.  It  would 
be  interesting  to  discuss  this  further,  hit  time  hardly  permits,  right  now. 


6.   The  examples  of  behaviour  with  little  or  no  consideration  of  'incentive1 
given  in  your  letter  &f2P   interesting;  also  the  examples  of  conditioning. 
You  also  mention  the  unique  qualities  of  the  homo  sapiens:   investigation, 
experiment* tio  n,  analytical  scientific  appraisal,  and  construction.   It 
could  be  argued  that  animals  have  curiousity,  and  a  sort  of  experimental 
activity,  and  certainly  they  do  construct  things  like  ne*ts,  hives,  beaver 
dams,  etc.  It  would  appear  we  need  something  more  distinctive  to  apply  to 
man  to  express  his  uniqueness.    This  term  I  am  enrolled  in  Sociology  £03  - 
Human  Societies.  Our  text  is  Linski  &  L^nski  "Human  Societies".   They  lead 
up  to  social  deyeloapant  from  fundamentals.  They  emphasize  man's  uniqueness 
by  his  ability  T'o^ge' symbols  -  symbols  of  language,  or  writing,  of  math,  music, 
etc.  Animals  can  respond  to  'signals',  but  not  to  artificially  created 
symbols,  (Most  of  our  symbol  systems  developed  without  benefit  of  incentives.) 


7.  I  wish  I  had  more  time  to  develop  the  theme  you  are  concerned  with  - 
thnt  of  'incentive1,  end  perhaps  attempt  something  in  the  way  of  a  re-write 
or  revision  of  your  dreft,   Bat  I  am  not  sure  that  it  is  that  important  - 
to  i.  tter.pt  such  refinement  of  a  letter  to  an  editor.  Perhaps  it  would  > 
more  productive  to  d«v«l*p  a  study  course  or  supplementary  materials  that 
would  cover  this  ground  for  all  to  use. 


Walt  Fryers,  Org.  11353, 
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,  hone  and  charty. 
Thi         starts  by  stating  it  would  merely  touch  on  a  point.   Futhcr  Technocracy 
information  available  on  request  to  3243  Balboa  St.,  S.F.  CA  94928.  or  to  the  above. 
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North    end   of 
THE   HUD 

MALL 


TO:        John  Taube, 


I  I 353-A 
TECHNOCRACY 

INC. 

f£  S'ep  80 


Telephone 

<*3?-03M*. 


SUBJECT?      :      Transcript  of  M.  King  Hubbert's  talk  of  22nd  Feb  80 

Hello   John: 

I  hate  to  do  this  to  you,   but  I  need  another  copy  of  Hubbert's   ta I 
if  you  can  supply  it.     A  member  took  the   one  you  sent  before   I  had  a   chanc* 
to   see  it.      I  have  asked  him  for  it   but  it  seems  he  must  have   passed   it  on 
and  is  unable  to  retrieve  it. 

I' hanks  for  the  various  items  you  mail   to  us   from  time   to  time. 

We're   still   in   business  at  the   same   old   stand.      Nothing  spectacular 
to  report.      Just  plodding  along.      The   big   break   never  s"»»ms   to  arrive. 

Walt  Fryers.  _*-  ~.m 

7dd7es,:"    113^7    h.ta*»^I«..     9203.S   112th  St.,     Ed^j^ta^ 
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The  issues  covered  in  thi 
special  two-day  confer 
ence  are  as  near  as  your 
thermostat,  and  as  far 
away  as  the  sun. 
Some  of  the  nation's  top 
scientists  and  policy- 
makers suggest,  discuss 
and  debate  how  the  world 
can  maintain  an  adequate 
quantity  of  food  and  en- 
ergy, without  sacrificing 
the  "quality  of  life",  and 
without  destroying  the 
environment.  They  focus 
on  the  alternatives  faced 
by  the  U.S.  and  the  world 
as  we  approach  the  21  st 
century. 


Designs 
for  the 
21st 


Century: 
Food,  Energy 
and  Appropriate 
Technology 


Where:  Freeborn  Hall, 

University  of  Californa,  Davis,  campus 


When:  Friday,  February  22,  8  a.m.  -  5  p.m. 
Saturday,  February  23,  8:30  a.m.  -  5  p.m. 


Fee:  $65  for  both  days  (non-credit  only), 

$40  for  one  day  (specify  which  on  application) 


Special  fee  for  registered  community  college 

or  college  students:  $25  for  both  days  (non-credit  only), 

$1 5  for  one  day.  Include  proof  of  registration  when  enrolling. 


Program  Coordinator:  Shipley  Walters,  information  specialist,  Davis 


Also  Offered  this  Winter  .  .  . 
Biomass  Alcohol  for  California: 
A  Potential  for  the  1980's 

U.C.  Davis  Extension  is  offering  a  one-day  seminar 
on  Friday,  January  18,  from  8  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on  the 
conversion  of  agricultural  crops  to  ethyl  alcohol 
for  use  as  a  fuel.  The  program  is  oriented  to  those 
in  agriculture,  business  and  finance,  those  who 
are  interested  in  alcohol  production  as  a  commer- 
cial venture,  and  representatives  of  government 
agencies,  universities  and  legislative  bodies. 
Speakers  include  U.C.  Davis  faculty  and  Coopera- 
tive Extension  specialists  Lynn  Williams,  R.  M. 
Sachs,  George  Miller,  Jr.,  George  Cooke;  Union 


Oil  Company  chemical  engineering  consultant 
James  Keller;  Stephen  Marley,  professor  of  agri- 
cultural engineering  at  Iowa  State  University; 
David  L.  Brink,  professor  in  the  UC  Berkeley  Forest 
Products  Laboratory,  and  Chuck  D.  Foster  of  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms.  Held  in 
the  Veterans'  Memorial  Center  in  Davis,  the  fee  is 
$40.  For  further  information  or  a  brochure,  contact 
University  Extension,  U.C.  Davis,  Davis  CA  95616; 
telephone  (916)  752-0880. 
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A  Conference 
February  22-23,  1980 

Freeborn  Hall,  University  of  California,  Davis 
A  University  Extension  Program 


Co-sponsored  by  The  City  of  Davis, 
The  Davis  Audubon  Society,  and 
the  Mother  Lode  Chapter-Sierra  Club 


Designs 
for  the 

21st 
Century: 

Food,  Energy 


and  Appropriate  Technology 


Friday,  February  22, 1980 

Registration 

8:00  a.m.  -  9:00  a.m. 

Welcome  and  Introduction 
9:00  a.m.  -  9:15  a.m. 


Throughout  this  two-day  conference,  lectures  and  panel  dis- 
cussions by  some  of  the  nation's  top  policymakers  and  scien- 
tists focus  on  how  the  world  can  maintain  an  adequate 
quantity  of  food  and  energy,  without  sacrificing  "quality  of 
life",  and  without  destroying  the  environment. 

Speaker:  Richard  C.  Dorf,  Ph.D.,  Dean,  Division  of  Extended 
Learning,  University  of  California,  Davis 

Prospects  for  the  Future:  A  Global  View 
9:15a.m.  -  10:15a.m. 

International  conferences,  such  as  the  United  Nations  Con- 
ference on  Science  and  Technology  for  Development,  pre- 
sent a  complex  forum  combining  science,  politics  and  per- 
sonalities. This  lecture  describes  the  major  issues  covered  in 
the  Conference  on  Science  and  Technology  for  Development 
in  Vienna  in  August  of  1979  —  the  views  of  developing  coun- 
tries (Group  of  77  —  LDC  voting  bloc)  and  western  industrial- 
ized countries  (OECD),  the  negotiation  of  differences,  extent 
of  consensus  and  unresolved  issues,  and  views  expressed 
outside  the  negotiating  context.  It  also  examines  the  useful- 
ness of  global  conferences  as  a  forum  for  resolving  major 
science  and  resource  issues  in  the  next  century  —  successes, 
inherent  limitations  and  failures,  and  the  prospects  for  the 
future. 

Speaker:  Louis  E.  Kahn,  foreign  service  officer,  Office  of  Ad- 
vanced Technology,  U.S.  Department  of  State.  He  has  served 


Saturday,  February  23, 1980 

Registration 

830  a.m.  -  9:00  a.m. 


The  Sun:  Energy  Resource  of  the  Future 
9:10  a.m.  -  10:15a.m. 

By  the  year  2000,  renewable  energy  sources  —  wind  power, 
water  power,  biomass  and  direct  sunlight  —  could  provide 
40  percent  of  the  global  "energy  budget";  by  the  year  2025 
75  percent  of  the  world's  energy  could  come  from  solar 
resources.  This  lecture  examines  the  expense,  challenges, 
and  benefits  such  a  transition  would  produce,  and  discusses 
the  consequences  of  failure  to  do  so. 

Speaker:  Denis  Hayes,  executive  director,  national  Solar 
Energy  Research  Institute,  Colorado.  Author  of  Rays  of  Hope: 
the  Transition  to  a  Post-Petroleum  World,  chair  of  the  board 
of  Solar  Lobby,  and  former  senior  researcher  for  Worldwatch 
Institute,  Hayes  administers  a  $100  million  budget  for  SERI. 

Appropriate  Technology  in  the  21st  Century 
10:30  a.m.  -  12:30  p.m. 

Appropriate  technology  is  considered  an  economically  and 
ecologically  sound  technology  that  offers  small-scale,  prac- 
tical alternatives  to  our  current  level  and  pattern  of  non- 
renewable consumption.  This  panel  discussion  focuses  on 
how  AT  can  be  practically  applied  to  solve  major  urban  and 
rural  problems  in  the  21st  century,  and  how  AT  concepts 
can  be  disseminated  to  the  general  public. 

Moderator:  Bob  Judd,  executive  director,  California  Gov- 
ernor's Office  of  Appropriate  Technology. 

Panel:  Donald  Aitken,  executive  director,  Western  SUN;  Isao 
Fujimoto,  lecturer,  applied  behavioral  sciences  department, 
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since  1958,  and  has  been  a  delegate  to  a  number  of  United 

Nations  conferences. 

The  World's  Evolving  Energy  System 
10:30  a.m.  - 12  noon 

For  the  past  20  years  M.  King  Hubbert  has  been  trying  to 
tell  us  about  our  declining  petroleum  reserves.  In  1956  he 
predicted  that  domestic  crude  oil  production  would  peak 
between  1965-1970.  It  happened  in  1970.  In  1961  he  warned 
that  domestic  natural  gas  production  would  peak  around 
1977.  It  happened  in  1973.  Our  civilization  is  based  on  mineral 
and  energy  resources  that  are  rapidly  depleting.  In  this  lec- 
ture he  discusses  how  our  civilization  can  survive  —  and 
perhaps  flourish  —  during  the  transition  from  exponential 
growth  to  non-growth,  using  a  source  of  energy  that's  big 
enough,  free  and  good  for  at  least  a  billion  years  —  the'sun. 

Speaker:  M.  King  Hubbert,  Ph.D.,  retired  research  geophysi- 
cist,  U.S.  Geological  Survey.  He  spent  20  years  in  explora- 
tion and  production  research  in  Houston  with  Shell  Oil  and 
Shell  Development  Companies,  and  has  taught  at  Stanford 
University,  the  University  of  California  at  Berkeley  and  Colum- 
bia University. 

Ecological  Constraints  on  the  Production  and  Use  of  Energy 
1:30  p.m.  -  2:30  p.m. 

Can  we  maintain  both  the  requirements  necessary  to  our 
existence  and  health  —  food,  water,  shelter  —  and  ecological 
stability?  This  lecture  examines  how  we  balance  the  needs 
of  our  high-energy  consuming  society  with  the  need  to  pre- 
serve our  environment. 

Speaker:  William  E.  Cooper,  Ph.D.,  professor,  zoology  depart- 
ment, Michigan  State  University.  He  is  known  for  his  research 
in  population  and  dynamics  and  regulation  of  freshwater 
invertebrate  populations. 

Energy  in  the  21st  Century 
2:45  p.m.  -  5:00  p.m. 

Where  will  we  get  the  energy  to  run  our  industrialized  society 
when  non-renewable  resources  —  oil,  gas  and  coal  —  run 
out?  This  panei  discussion  examines  ways  to  meet  the  world 
energy  needs  through  conservation,  regulation  of  existing 
resources,  and  exploitation  of  alternative  sources,  such  as 
nuclear,  solar  and  geothermal  power. 

Moderator:  Charles  Warren,  former  chair.  President's  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality;  member,  California  State  Assem- 
bly, 1962-1977. 

Panel:  David  Bodansky,  physics  professor,  University  of 
Washington;  William  E.  Cooper;  Claire  Dedrick,  commis- 
sioner, California  State  Public  Utilities  Commission;  L.  W. 
Funkhouser,  director  and  vice-president,  exploration  and  pro- 
duction, Standard  Oil  Company  of  California;  M.  King  Hubbert. 


University  of  California,  Davis;  Clarence  Golueke,  director  of 
research  and  development,  Cal  Recovery  Systems,  Inc.,  and 
senior  editor  of  Compost  Science  Land  Utilization;  Denis 
Hayes;  David  Morris,  director,  Institute  of  Local  Self-Reliance. 

Demand  Control:  The  Road  to  Enduring  Affluence 
200  p.m.  -  3:00  p.m. 

We  are  coming  to  realize  there  are  limits  to  the  power  of 
technology  that  has,  for  the  past  two  centuries,  encouraged 
the  belief  of  unlimited  supply  —  of  food,  energy  resources, 
and  so  forth.  This  lecture  deals  with  the  concept  of  limits  to 
supply,  and  the  proposal  that  to  maintain  affluence  —  qual- 
ity of  life  —  we  must  control  demand  through  control  of 
population  growth  and  psychological  expectations. 

Speaker:  Garrett  Hardin,  Ph.D.,  professor,  biological  sciences, 
University  of  California,  Santa  Barbara.  He  is  author  of  numer- 
ous books  and  articles  on  population  and  world  food  prob- 
lems, including  New  Ethics  for  Survival  and  Stalking  the 
Wild  Taboo. 

Food  in  the  21st  Century 
3:00  p.m.  -  4:30  p.m. 

The  world's  food  prospects  are  threatened  by  growing  world 
population,  the  "plateau  effect"  in  agricultural  technology, 
the  energy  shortage,  the  decreasing  purchasing  power  of 
populous  nations,  and  the  value  of  food  as  a  political  weapon. 
This  panel  discussion  examines  the  economic,  political,  social 
and  technological  issues  involved  in  meeting  food  needs  of  a 
world  where  two-thirds  of  the  population  is  already  starving 
or  malnourished.  The  panel  will  discuss  implications  of  de- 
mand control,  as  well  as  supply  prospects. 

Moderator:  Don  Rothenberg,  director,  Rockridge  Health  Care 
Institute  and  member  of  the  California  Food  Policy  Project. 

Panel:  Garrett  Hardin;  J.  Leonard  Joy,  visiting  professor,  food 
and  nutrition  policy  analysis,  College  of  Natural  Resources, 
University  of  California,  Berkeley;  Sylvia  Lane,  professor, 
agricultural  economics  department,  University  of  California, 
Davis;  Maurice  Peterson,  professor,  agronomy  department, 
University  of  California,  Davis;  David  W.  Robinson,  profr c  sor, 
cnima!  science  department,  zr.d  program  d;rjctcr,  Small 
Ruminant  Collaborative  Research  Support  Program,  Univer- 
sity of  California,  Davis. 

Summary  and  Wrap-Up 
4:30-  5:00  p.m. 

Richard  W.  Gable,  professor,  political  science  department, 
University  of  California,  Davis 


To  Enroll 

Complete  the  application  form 
on  this  brochure  and  mail,  with 
fee  payment,  to  University  Ex- 
tension, University  of  Califor- 
nia, Davis,  CA  95616. 

If  you  plan  to  pay  with  Bank- 
Americard/Visa  or  Master 
Charge,  you  may  enroll  by 
telephone:  call  (916)  752-0880. 

Include  a  separate  piece  of 
paper  giving  information  re- 
quested on  the  application  for 
other  enrollments  covered  by 
your  fee  payment. 
If  you  are  enrolling  without  an 
official  enrollment  application, 
be  sure  to  include  all  informa- 
tion requested  on  the  applica- 
tion on  a  piece  of  paper,  and 
mail,  with  fee  payment,  to  Uni- 
versity Extension. 


Mail  to: 

University  Extension 
University  of  California 
Davis,  California  95616 


I     I     I     I     I     I     I     I 


Please  be  sure  to  provide  us  with        If  you're  enrolling  by  mail. 


your  social  security  number 
when  enrolling  in  a  course. 
Doing  so  enables  us  to  respond 
quickly  and  efficiently  to  your 
enrollment. 


please  return  your  mailing  label 
or  a  photocopy  of  it.  Do  not  alter 
the  label,  even  if  incorrect.  To 
correct  your  name  or  address, 
attach  a  separate  piece  of  paper 
with  your  new  address  or 
correction  to  your  mailing  label. 


Social  Security  Number         Name:  First,  Middle  Initial,  Last 


Home  Address 


City 


State 


Zip  Code 


Daytime  Telephone 


Designs  for  the  21st  Century  B793A10-3 

Check  days  you  wish  to  attend  and  submit  appropriate  fee  with  enrollment 


□  Both  Days:  $65 

Registered  College  Students:  $25 


D  Friday,  February  22:  $40 
Registered  college  students.  $15 


I  Thursday,  February  23:  $40 
Registered  college  students:  $15 


Registered  college  students  must  include  proof  of  registration  with  enrollment 


□  Enclosed  is  my  check  made  payable  to  "Regents  of  the  University  of  California' 
Please   charge    my    BankAmericard/Visa/Master    Charge  account  number: 


•    •    •    • 


Expiration  date 
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28  Sep  79 


John  Taube, 

U00  E  Cotati  Ave.,  #4, 

Rohnert  Park,  CA.  94928 

Greetings  John: 

Tour  note  of  Sept.  10th  and  atto  hed  letter  to  Editor,  The  Technocrat 
received,   I  waa  away  moat  of  Septem  er,  hence  the  delay  in  handling. 

A  couple  of  years  ago  I  volunteered  to  take  on  the  thankless  Job  of 
Organizer  here  in  Edmonton.  There  waa  a  handful  of  membe  rs  in  this  area 
but  no  organization.  I  have  managed  to  open  an  office  here  in  the  HDD  Mall 
of  tne  University  of  Alberta  and  keep  it  open, mostly  my  own  efforts.  We 
have  a  trickle  of  pledges  and  donations  to  sustain  it  financially.  I  am  net 
exactly  in  charge  of  anything,  but  am  handling  most  of  the  organization's 
business,  of  necessity.  I  would  like  a  more  creative  role,  but  I  think 
this  operation  is  the  more  important.  I  am  sure  there  are  positions  - 
jobs  -  functions  -  open  to  any  volunteer  in  this  organization.  Matching 
the  man  to  the  job  and  the  job  to  the  rain  is  not  always  easy.   I  guess 
we  have  to  be  a  bit  flexible  at  this  stage. 

First  of  all  I  want  to  say  that  tne  material  you  send  us  in  your 
general  mailings  -  letters  to  editors,  prominent  people,  etc.  -  is  gene  rally 
well  written.  Some  of  it  could  probably  be  adapted  for  publication  in  one 
of  the  magazines,  I  would  think.  They  are  looking  for  material. 

I  dont  see  anything  very  seriously  wrong  with  the  draft  letter  to 
the  Editor  of  the  Technocrat  magazine.  At  the  same  time  I  dont  think  it 
makes  an  important  contribution  for  the  following  reasons:  1.  the 
producers  of  the  magazine  are  probably  well  aware  of  the  desir/a^ility 
of  suitable  comments  to  go  with  re-printed  articles,  but  simply  cannot 
cope  with  the  workload  with  present  staff |  2.  your  writing  ability  is 
largely  wasted  'after  the  fact1. of  publishing.  It  is  needed  prior  to 
publishing,  somehow.  3.  you  baldly  label  the  lack  of  comment  as  'error's. 
It  would  be  sufficient  to  suggest  that  the  articles  'would  be  improved' 
by  suitable  comments  such  as  you  outline.  While  I  dont  like  'pussy-footing', 
in  an  organization  such  as  this  you  have  to  keep  in  mind  that  old  advice: 
"Dont  shoot  the  piano  player,  he' 3  doing  the  best  he  can'.". 


So  step  right  up  and  give  a  hand  '. 


For  11353A, 


Walt  Fryers,  Org. 11353. 
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WHAT  IS  TECHNOCRACY? 

JOHN  TAUBE 

1400      E.     COTATI        AVE.       #4 

ROHNERT        PARK.       CA.       94928 

(707)      795-8442 

September  10,  1979 

Walt: 

You  are  either  in  charge  of  the  unit  up 
there  or  have  taken  charge  and  I  have 
never  had  any  position  in  the  organi- 
zation. 

I  would  like  your  appraisal  of  the  en- 
closed and  whether  I  should  send  it 
on  or  whether  I  should  tear  it  up. 
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Edit  or,     I  h<-     Iccliiun'f.it 

kii  I  ast  Marl  i  eel 

l  ong  Beach, CaJ  i  Porn i.i  9i 


1400  i  .  Cotal  I    We.       (707)   795-fi 
Rohnerl    Park,  I  aJ i fornia      • 
September   l  >,    1979 


.W 


Greet Lngss 

ti>  unsolicited  comments  on  the  3une,  Duly,  August  1979   issue  ()i  ["he  re< 
nocr.it  are  the  contents  ol  this  Letter. 

1.  The  reprinting  of  "The  Swan  Song  of  Free  Enterprise"  by  Wilton  l\ic 
vsas  timely. 

H.     ihc  printing  of  the  article  "The  rhird  Culture"  by  Francis  ij.  Mo 
without  commcnLs  was  an  error.  An  appropiate  comment  would  have  been  the  n 
printing  of  the  back  page  (enclosed)  of  the  Jan, I  eh, Mar. ,  1969   Northwi 
Technocrat.  Also  appropiate  would  have  been  th.it  the  article  was  de*     ng 
what  the  media  many  refers  to  as  a  "technocrat."  Many  write]  .    onomisl  . 
sociologists,  etc.  use  the  term  "technocrat"  in  reference  to  scien      who 
are  engaged  in  political  activities  or  "experts"  in  administrative  capaci- 
ties who  have  some  technical  training  but  are,  in  reality,  shrewd  business- 
men,politicians,  financiers,  and  lawyers.   They  employ  their  expertise  in 
keen  business  calculations  and  operations  for  personal  gain,  using  any  -ind  ^11 
means,  taking  advantage  of  anybody  and  everybody.   lor  then,  the  money 
"Price  System"  (free  enterprise,  business-as-usual)  is  glorious  and  they  seem 
totally  unaware  of  that  which  they  hold  so  dearly,  price,  money  and  value 
are  archaic  in  an  age  of  technology. 

3.   The  printing  of  "Radioactive  Hill  Tailings"  by  Patricia  L.  Weil  without 
comments  was  an  error.   The  following  comments  would  have  been  appropiat<  . 
Technocracy  is  neither  pro  or  antinuclear  ;  it  is  not  embroiled  in  this  or  any 
other  of  our  symptomatic  social  problems.   Technocrac>  is  for  the  greatest 
amount  of  harnessed  energy  with  the  minimum  amount  of  human  toil  and  which 
has  the  minimun  amount  of  adverse  effect  on  the  health  of  the  Continent. 
There  isn't  a  single  energy  source  that  doesn't  have  some  adverse  effect: 
Technocracy  speaks  for  the  minimum  amount  and  states  th.it  this  goal  MfilJ 
never  be  reached  in  our  money  "Price  System"  where  everything  is  subordinated 
to  the  king,  PRO!  ITS! 


John  laube 
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30  March  1979 


Oreotings  John  Tuubc: 

1.  Thanks  for  your  note  o  f  I«..rch  7th  enclosing  a  cheque 
for  ,''>5C.OO  U5- .  Tea  we  can  certainly  p^ut  it  to  ^ood  use. 
It   yielded  .37   in  Cun.idian  funds',  fceceipt   enclosed. 

2.  John  Gregory1  3  is:  6£ll  1  .  .,  nton, 
Alberta,  C;  .  Postal  code:  Toll  3V4.  "hi3  ha  a  been 
his  address  for  years.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  change  of 
rec>  nt  date. 

3.  The   clippings,    letters  and   ideas  that   you  have  been 
sending  ;ire  posted  for  member.-    «it  mention,    but  we   have 

beer,  unable  to  specifically  action  or  uae  the  trial 

in  an   orr,:ni^od  manner.      I   .  u^cz  we  are   too  X'ew  and   too 
busy  to   expand  our  program,   or  for  that  natter,    to  r;ain- 
t    ;n   the   aeilTitle  already  h.- ve    in   hand. 

t.     Jack  Gregory  spoke  to  a  couu     of    3l  in  I  he 

n  F.  culty  lately  >t   rood   inLerf.M    xr:   both  of 

ti'em.  But  of  course,  no  Benbershlpa*  '•  a  have  >  ueat 
for  a   talk   tfl  osophy  cL  time  next  winter. 

So  ycu   see  we   ,^et  nibbles   here  and    there,    but   no    OOU  ilttBOnta 

b*     Bonnie  Qebhardt  of  Calgary  asked  us   to    send    someone 
down  to   talk  to  her   class  tonight,   but   it  has  been   i      osrible 
to   meet  that  re*  .  Ck  Gregory  is   just   back   from  two 

weeks  out  of  town  ai  tuo  busy  to  ^o.  I  just  retting 
over  a  r,evc»  kkb±  cold  anc!  rip  wife  is  uitc  sick  with  it 
"ow,      Bonnie  w       expecting   sor.c:  17  at   the   class  tonight. 

6.  Rosr  &  r.  just  phi  nod  in.     He  la  usually  here  on 

Iriday  afternoons  to    set  up  the  liter.  Lure  tables  and    talk 
to     assers-by.     but   couldn't  make   it  today. 

7.  Valerie  f'ewcoinbe,  our  staunch  lady  mergers',  recently 
fell   on  an  icy  walk  and   is  lain   up  too.     To  it  roes. 

#.     Real   success   still   elude::  us,    so  ail  we   can  do   is 
carry  on  according  to   our   capacities, 
a   recent    letter,    the  lack  of  response 


Sheldon  says   in 
is   'no   reflection  on  us. 


wait  Tryers,  Org.113'3. 


J 


JOHN  TAUIE 

1400  t.  COfATi  AVE 

ROHNBRT  PARK,  CA.  94928 

PHONE  (707)  795-8442 
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22  Jan  79 


Greetings  John  Taube: 

I. any   thanks  for  the  generous  donation 
of  $50,00  US.  Herewith  a  receipt.  V.e  are 
operating  on  a  very  slim  margin  in  trying  to 
keep  this  office  open.  Your  donation  cones 
at  a  tii.ely  moment,  believe  no. 

To  further  complicate  matters  1  have 
spent  a  recent  week  in  the  hospital  (?th 
to  13th  Jan.)  for  an  Elective*  operation 
on  my  left  !:nee.   According  to  initial  i-rays 
it  was  a  bone  chip.  But  they  did  not  find 
it,  so  I  an  hobbling  about  on  crutches  for 
2  or  3  more  weeks  for-  no  particular  gain  that 
I  krow  of. 

Th<>  last  five  r>onths  have  beer,  very 
unsettled  for  .    nd  I  .     ay  behind  in 
my  planned  work  here  at  the  office.  I  9 
do  not  have  much  of  ace  a  membership  \,o  call 
upon  for  support  her  . 

Your  general  Balling  material  has  been 
read  with  interest  and  is  posted  for  attention 
of  members  who  come  to  the  office.   Beyond 
that  I  hf:ve  not  been  ablo  to  make  further  use 
of  it.  '  c  f o Liow  the  sane  procedure  with 
other  such  mailings  that  we  receive  from  other 
sources  such  as  Joe  Gibson  of  Victoria,  Jin 
Davidson  of  inripeg,  etc. 

:.  e  are  still  not  getting  any  membership 
response,  whatever  our  e.Cforts.  All  we  C 
do  is  keep  up  the  eff/ort  and   wait  for  ore 
real  result.  . 

A  salute  to  your  efforts, 


Walt  Fryer  . 


-<:■-■ 
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JOHN  TAU1E 

MOO  E.  COT  All  AVE 

ROHNBRT  PARK,  CA.  94928 

PHONE  (707)  795-644* 
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